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PREFACE ' ' 

Schools ln^.the United States have always conforined to the • 
•» 

general asplratlona of the American society at every point in its history. 

The schools in colonial Massachusetts taught reading'so that 
the scriptures could be learned and followed* Selected students completed 
an education' l,n order to^ provide the colonial society with educated 
clergy 9 attorneys and gentlemen. 

During the great American expSnsion of the second half of the.. ^ 
nineteenth century , schools had changed. They attempted to taach a 
language and system of values which would be uniform to all regardless 
of cultural background. The schools categorized, graded and regimented 
children for a reasoti; they had to insure a uniformity of knowledge, of 
values and of attitudes. The demand was for* a new nationality, the 
product of the great "melting pot". 

By 1914 Americans strode onto the world stage with recognizable 
attitudes, characte^^ and values. A stereotype had been created* However » 
like the deprived child who, upon reaching maturity and success in his 
adult years, can then accept his background and beginnings, the American 
slowly began to reveal himself as being unique and individual. 

Attempted school reform since this stereotype emerged has 
been for the most part from within the educational establishment. In 
the late fifties and sixties school reforms were advanced by academicians 
and segments of the e acation establishment. They failed. Now in tha 
seventies^ however, attanpts at reform arc coming froin outside educational 
institutions, and whether they are labeled "consumerism" or "local 



involvement"" they are demanding a response to latter twentieth centujry 

*. • , 

individuals rather then to the earlier mold. 

Such a response here In East Hartford is embodied in the 

♦ 

proposed Open Enrollmfent Program.* Its emphasis is on providing real 
educationa] alternatives so parents have, along with the right to 
equal educational opportunity, the right to an education that is 
individually relevant for their children* 
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INTRODUCTION 



"Open Enrollment" is a concept concerned with a student's 

a 

accoss to schools and it may operate In various degrees. The words 
mean what they imi>iy and in general reflect the possibility of parents 
exercising choice when ^nrolling children in schools. In the broadest 
interpretation a person bf solid fi racial means may enroll his children 
practically anywhere in the world by paying for it, or by moving to a - 

^ . ! ■ 

particular area which would atllow his children to attend a particular 



public school which the" parentVlike. I" Many people move fot this reason. 



However, since public 'Schools usually limit enrollment ilFa 

. ' • . •• < ' 

particular school to thise who live in a particular area, a per afion 'with 
limited finances who can*t or 'doesn't want to move has no practical • 
choice. He must send his childr^ 'to the school' in his attendance ar6a - 
whether he likes the school or not , 

In East Hartford there h^s been a choice available. • Right 
now parents may seek permission to transfer- a youngster to a diffarent 
school if that school has space for him; however, the parent must provide 
the necessary transportation and this certainly favors those with the 

means to provide it. ' ^ 

f 

V About 100 students do. take advantage of this limited Open 
EnrbU^Fent policy in East Hartford; 

-'I* The Board *f Education has taken actions which indicate ^its ' 
desire to expand this transfer policy and encourage 'parents to exercise 
a choice of school. These actions are in the form of amendments ana 
have been tabled in order to study the matter in greater depth. 

It's a costly matter to undertake any study or planning in 



» 



• a school system; in fact it*s costly to even decide whether or not to 
undertake such a stwdy. In" this case a feasibility analysis was funded 
under a governinent grant provided by the National Institute of Education * 
to help East Hartford decide whether • jiot to enter a planning stage 
to expand Open ®>rollment. 

An additional grant would provide the opportunity for further 
study if th^ Board so decides. Section II explains the background' of 
government interest in Open Enrollment programs ^^ch as the one being 

^> considered f<ir East Hartford. \ 
^ The major recommendation of those who conducted this study and 

are most familiar with it is that the Open Enrollment Policy "already 
in effect should be taken one step further immediately. This next 
step was provided in 1973 when the Board of '^Education drew up and thfen 
for the time tabled an amendment which would make it easier for students 

• to transfer, and which is more fully described in the grant request 
applic4tion in Section "11 of this report. The am^mdment provides that 
permifision to trarlsfer would depend only on there b ding space available. 

Therefore the first study goal was to find out whether or ndt 
there is and will be space available for a greater number of transfers. 
A capacity study and a f^ve year enrollment projection determined that 
there &re spaces now in almoist all^ the schools and that there will be 

an increasing number of extra spaces in the future. This study is 

t 

included in' Section IV. 

To^d greater significance to the concept of choice it was 
■felt, that schools should be encouraged to develop on their own and to be 
as independent as possible within the system so as to offer children as 
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great a variety of programs as practical. Therefore 3 study of school 
autonomy was also undertaken; this is included in Section IV» 

.... • c 

It became obvious that an admissions/transfer bill of rights 

i 

and processes would be necessary to emphasize areas of concern vital to 

Si 

the program. Under the regulations designed during thej study: 1, The 
student is guaran^ieed the right to attend the school in his or her area 
of attendance, 2. No studettt will be forced to transfer but has the 
right to transfer where there is space available. When there are more 
applicants than spaces in any particular school, a lottery or similar 
method will insure a fair and equal distribution of these spaces* Detail 
on these rights and processes is incfuded' in ^^ction IV. ' 

The need for a communication system to help parents in knowing 
and understanding everything they would need to know about Open Enrollment 
became evident, and a Parent Advice Team was designed for this purpose. 

Teachers maj also transfer, and this process was clarified 

for* them. 

These were the easiest tasks accomplished in this analysis and 
it is recommended that they be initiated. Transportation would still be 
prgvided by the parent during this stage, even though it is understood 
that this \j^uld favor those with the means to provide it. It is a step 
forward, however, and one that is necessary if' a fair and equal choice, 
is to be achieved.^ 

The secon^ amendment which the Board tabled would accomplish 
the next step, that of providing transportation for all transferring 
students, subjectl<3if course, to school district mileage limitations. 
It was difficult to determine even an estimated cost for tr^^nsportatidn 



as it was not known how many students would elect to transfer and what 
schools would be involved. This study is in Section IV. 5 

To determine transportation costs more .accurately the administration 
recommended thift during a period of simulation two kinds- of transportatioiT " 
studies be conducted. One would use information the system already has 
to determine whet the cost would be if the schools provided transportation 
for the hundred or so students who have transferred; during this study, 
the students would continue to provide their own transportation they do 
now. . , . . 

Even more meaningful data could be obtained if parents were 
given the information they would need to make a choice and were then 
asked anonymously whether or not they would choose to transfer if free 
transportation was provide^J^nd if so. from which school to which school. . 

This would also provide data for a simulated study of where 
money would go If per pupil costs traveled with the child to the school 
of his parents' choice. This is the Education Scholarship concept which 
would be involved if the Board extended its policy regarding participation 
in a scholarship demonstration program. 

The Education Scholarship would be equal to per pupil cost, that 
number of dollars spent on each child each year in each of three grade 
levels, (K-5, 6-8, 9-12)". " Under a scholarship program this "money would be • 
paid to the school the child' attends. This type of educational financing 
h^s been termed "vouchers"; however, that term has been so misused it is 
felt the word "scholarship" better reflects what is referred to here. 

Connecticut has passed enabling legislation which allows Education 
Scholarships to be used in public and certain private schools. Legal issues 



have been investigated during the course of this analysis as have the 
differences between various kinds of private schools. The development 
of new alternative forms -of education which would add choices and 
receive public funds, has also been a focus of investigation. 

Tasks having to do with transportation and policy extension 
consistent with Public Act 122 require further work/ Accomplishments 
to date are included in Section IV. 

It is recommended that the school system enter into a planning 
period which would be funded under a second grant. ^ This would fiot commit 
the district to participation in a demonstration scholarship program 
but would provide answers to questioas concerning it. 

To understand the concept of Open Enrollment this entire report 
should be read. It is organized so that the actual Tasks are incited 
In Section IV in three parts corresponding to the board's pending 
actions on transfer, transportation and policy extension. 
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BACKGROUND 



Town of East Hartford . . 
National Institutf of Education 
Feasibility Grant Application 



lOm OF EAST HARTFORD 

East Hartford is located in the central portion of Connecticut 
halfway between New York City and Boston, about 110 miles from each* ' It 
is separated from Hartford, Connecticut's capitol city, by the Connecticut 
River and connected to it by three bridges. Its land area measures 
18.2 miles; and in 1970, the latest census year, its people numbered 

57,383.^^ ^ - 

East Hartford is neither suburb nor central city and has been 
characterized as a transition zone beti^en each. It is accessible to 
Hartford* s business district in a matter of minutes and is surrounded 
by suburban towns. 

It is one of the main employment centers in the state and the 
home of United Aircraft Corporation. In June, 1969, the town ranked ^ 
fifth in the state in total employment Wllrti 47,280 jobs. Of these about . 
34,500 are located in one of TIG diversified manufacturing establishments 
in town. East Hartford is the place to which workers from all parts of 
Cofinecticut and neighboring states commute daily. 

East HartforS, one of the 29 towns in the Capitol Region Planning 
Area, ranks 21st in land area, third in population and is. the third most 
densely populated community in the region. 

Population increased by almost a third from 1960 to 197Q, (from 
43^977 to 57,583), but only slightly in the three years since 1970, (about 
1,000 by estimate pf the town planner). According to census figures the 
number of persons in the pre^rschool age group ^^^^ 35-44 age 

group declined in the ten years prior to 1970, while the number of persons 
over 65 years old increased. ^ 



The median age of all residents in the couraiunity dropped two 
years, from 2? to 27 during that time. The racial composition of the 
community changed very little. In -i960 whites made up 99.2% of all the 
population, and by 1970* the figure was 98.7%. 

Median income in East Hartford is approximately $12,000. 
According to the 1970 census figures, of the 15,200 families enumerated 
as producers of income, approximately two third's had income over $10,000 
and about one third_had ..incomes .under thsit f-i^r^r - Aimost one- fourth- (24%) 
of families earn, between $15i,000 and $25,000 per year." Nine percent earn 
u nder $5 ,000. _. . V 

In, 1970 there were 281 families living below poverty level from 
earnings, 127 families* living on social security or other retirement and 
151 families living on welfare or some form of public assistance. 

Education levels were high in the community with the median at 
12 years of completed education. Of those persons over 25 years old 
reporting in the census, 76.6% had some' high school education or better. 

EAST HARTFORD SCHOOLS 

East Hartford has 22 public schools enrolling 11,290 students 
as of April 1, 1974. An additional 568 students attend two Catholic^ 
elementary schools in East Hartford* Approximately 400 secondary students 
in grades 9-12 attend East Catholic High School situated itj neighboring 
Manchester* ' ^ • < 

The public schools include two approximately 1,700 student 
high schools plus a small Alternate High School Program which includes 



32 studeats. There is a mix of grades in the various elementary and 
middle schools with 14 all eXementary schools containing mostly grades 
K through 5 and a few K through 3, 4, or 6* Two of the schools contain 
federally funded pre-kindergarten programs. There are Jihree all middle 
schools .containing grades 5 or 6 through 8, and three middle schogl 
£:ections housed in K-8 schools ^ 

There are small and large schools, ranging from a 128 pupil 
K through 3rd grade to an 805 pupil K through 8th grade school. Each 
school has its own mix of types of programs, some incorporating the 
traditional' self-contained classroom, others the informal open class 
structui*e; and in between these variations are found combinations 

utilizing team teaching, xontinuous progress, non-graded structure 

t 

and Individually Guided Education. 

The two high schools differ fundamentally with one traditionally 
structured and the other more loosely structured with Variable Course 
Scheduling based on a modular system. Each mod consists of 19 minutes 
and each period consists of 2 mods of 38 minutes. This School is 
considering reinstituting a seven-period day, however* retaining the 
best features of the Variable Course Scheduling. 

» 

The new optional Alternate High School Program is designed 
to answer the needs of some students who were not benefitting from the 
regular high school offerings. 

As of October 15, 1973 minority pupils constituted 3.8% of 
the total school population and at that time included 232 black students. 



147 Spanish surnamed, 54 Asian-American and 17 American Indian students 
out of a total 11,469. 
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NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION 

/ ' 
BACKGROUND 

f 

In August, 1972 legislation established^ the National Institute 
of Education as a separate agency within the Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare. Congress declared it to be "the policy of the 
United States to provide every person an equal opportunity to receive 
an education of high quality regardless of race, color, religion, sex, 
national origin or social class". 

Congress further stated, "while the direction of the education 
system remains primarily the responsibility of state and local governments, 
the Federal Government has a clear responsibili|:y to provida leadership 
in the conduct and support of scientific inquiry into the educational 
process**. 

It may be observed that scientific inquiry involves the testing 
of theories, and one of the principal ways in which the institute is 
seeking to meelTits objectives is to conduct demonstration programs to 
test its theories concerning the processes of education. 

The proposed Open Enrollment plan for East Hartford is an 
application of one of these theories. The Federal Government is willing 
to fund all extra costs resulting from the program over a period of five 
years. Basically they are attempting to determine whether or not increased 
parental control over the allocation of education funds produces improve- 
ments in the quality of education and greater public satisfaction with 
it. 

The study of voucher programs had begun under the Office of 
Economic Opportunity and were transferred to the new National Institute 



of Education whejt it cama tnto existence. 

A number of m^els incorporating different concepts of the 
voucTiers have been described by the Center for the Study of Public' 
Policy, an independent research organization, in Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
It received a Grant from thc<»Office of Econoiflic Opportunity in 1969 to 
investigate education vouchers. 

The basic ideas behind any of the models is to a.>ply market- 
place policy to schools. As the various models were studied some obvious 
problems, and authentic criticism arose. As these problems were solved, 
a "regulated" voucher model was developed (The Center's Regulated . 
Compensatory Voucher iystem)* 

When it was argued that vouchers could be used to promote * 

economic segregation if money could be added to them to buy admissions., 

the rule was developed that the schools must accept the voucher as full " 

payment for all educational services^ No school may require parents to 

make additional payments out^ of pocket. Schools may seek additional 
♦ 

sources of ./funds from the Government, foundations or interested citizens 
or parents, but in no case can the admission of a child to the school 
be conditioned upon such contributions on the' child's behalf. 

In some places critics charged that vouchers could lead to 
racial segregation within schools; 'however , the courts found, this 
attempted use of vouchers in the South to be unconstitutional* Thus 
the rule that no school may discriminate against pupils or teachers on 
the basis of race or economic status. Schools must be open to all 
applicants. A lottery system was devised to Insure fairness* 

It was charged that the use of a more nearly free market in 
education would lead to false claims by educators that would mislead 



and misinform an unsophisticated public. To insure that this would not 
happen^ the regulated voucher plan incorporated strict rules in regard 
to providing information to parents about such matters as each school *s 
basic philosophy of education, number of teachers, teacher qualif^ications, 
facilities, financial status and pupil progress. In short the schools 
must provide sufficio^nt information ^tO; parents to enable them to make 
wise decisions, and this inltormation would be verified. • 

V 

r 

It was also charged that the system would lead to public 
support of religious instruction in violation of the constitution as 
to separation of Church and State. This remains an issue to be 
resolved by the courts when a paraochial school is involved in a \ 
demonstration, project.. 

EXPERIENCE TO DATE 

The first operational demonstration of a regulated compensatory 
voucher systcp began at Alum Rock in San Jose, California in the 1972^1973 
Schodl Year^ California law prevented the inclusion of non-^public schools, 
and in order to provide a number of different kinds 'of choices the six 
participating public schools were divided into mini-schools within each 
school.' 

Half of Alum Rock's children were^ considered poor by both 

if 

Federal and State standards, with 36% of families receiving public 
a3sistance; however, the poor were not concentrated in particular areas 
of the district and were considered fully integrated. There was a high 
minority population, 12% black and 50% Spanish surnamed. Pupil turnover 
was as high as 30% a year. Compensatory vouchers were an integral part 
of the program developed for ^um Rock. Reportedly, there was a sharp 
redttction in absenteeism and truancy rates, while record high turnouts at 



PTA meetings were recorded. Staff members of the^participating schools 

voted to continue. ^ ' • 

During the last three yedrs feasibility studies have been 

done in Seattle, Washington; Saa Francisco, California; Rochester^ New' 

. York; New Rbchelle, New York; and Gary, Indiana. In each case it was 

... . t» .• • 

decided not to proceed because the studies themselves served to intensify 

other problems existing in these places, such" as .racial iusues, forced 

4 

bussing, dissatisfaction with Performance Contracting atld the contracting 
out of the feasibility study itself. There were also serious economic:: 
problems in some area's, teacher opposition in one location and instances 
in whiclt the model proposed to the government was unsatlsfaccoryi 
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FEASIBILITY GRANT APPLICATION 



The Feasibility^ Grant application for funding, for the initial 
analysis of the feasibility oil "Extending Parents Choice" in the East " 
Hartford School System. . • - 

fiKISTING LIMITED OPEN ENROLLMENT • • " . 

Before submitting a request or the grant0.the East Hartf<5ra 



Board of Education took the first steps in the direction of expanding the 
present Open Enrollment Program. A limited Open Enrollmfent p61icy wa^ * 



already ir operation in the schcol syste^ and provided thi^t; a parent of 

a student in the East Hartford Public Schools- might request that nis 

child attend a ^school in Eas^^ Hartford other than the school tjna attenaajnce 

area of his or her residence as long as the Superintendent of: Schools. approved, 

the p§r£tits provided the transportation, and spa^ce was available* • i 

AMENDMENTS " " 

At its December 12/ 1973 meeting, the Board members adypted and 
then tabled two amendments concerning transfers and transportation. The 
first amendment provided that such transfers would "depend cnly on there 
being space available based on the school^ s pup^l-teacher ratio and' that> 
if the number of requests- exceed the number of unf irlled sp|^ce§ i^^ _ 
particular school, "students shall be selected on a random basis guaranteeing 

N 

equal access to all". This amendment also st'ates that children in school 
as of October 1, 1973 shall have preference in attending the schdol/ln theic 
attendance area. 

The second amendment arr^igedgf^ the school system to provide 



transRprtation for all East Hartford students, public and" non-public, to 
the school in which- they are properly enrolled in the town of East Harfford 
under the same guidelines as for students attending their area-of-residence 

schools, provided federal funds biecome available to cover_^he_e3LCiassycbs€ 

for transports 




GRANT REQUEST 



^ The Feasibility ^rant request was unanimously authorized by the 

Board of Education, in requestxng the funds Dr. Diggs noted, "Public Act 122 
of the Connecticut Statutes enables a Board of Education to ^develop and test 
education scholarships as a way to improve the quality of education by making 
schools, both public and private, more responsive to the needs of children 
and ^parents, tb provide greater pare^al choice, and to determine the extent 
to which qtiality and the delivery of educational services are affected by 
economic incentives'/* ^ 

^ -The Grant request stipulated that the use of educational vouchers 
or scholarships would necessitate that fhe Superintendent determine the per- 
pupil cost in Grades K-5, 6-8, and 9-12 by dividing the annual adopted buaget 

\y the public schools average annual enrollment for the preceding bctober 1st, 
excluding the costs of transportatidn, bonded indebtedness, special education 
costs, and specific costs of the Board of Education. The Superintendent 
would publish the amount of this cost which would be equal from child to 

* 

Child according to his level, be it elementary, intermediate or secondary* 
The. Superintendent would also establish a positive program for informing 
parents of' the Open Enroriment Policy and publish a description of 
individual, scftool j>rograms.*Wch year. Anticij^ated tasks were enumerated 



in the grant request. The capac.ity bf each s'chool^ and its projected 



enrollment would be studied to determine where spaces do. and- will, 

in all probability, exist from 1974 through 1979. * 

. • • . - ■ 

^Application and admission rules and procedures would be 
jieiEeloped-afKi--ccnmi^ itudes gauged • ^ 

rt wa s t^^^" rarf^fnl pi -inn-f n |3^--<^.aii- eff icieuL pupii 

% . - 

transports ''ion system- would be a key element of the proposed plan, 
that it mus.t avoid -any so-cfcalled "forced bussing". Technical trans*- 
portation experts would determinie "^psent and projected transportation 
costs, use survey data to determine the kinds df choice^ parents mi^ht 
make, investigate current federal transportation "policies, determine 
the availability of federal funds to carry out the. Board's proposed 
policies without additional costs to the Board of Education's budget, 

and determine the effects of any energy shortage on present and proposed 

• » «• 
transportation policies. . 

1/ It was also deemed 'necessary to obtain professional legal 

• analysis and advice on Connecticut laws in^ relation to the proposed 

program, particularly Public Act 122. Since the proposed policy would 

make it possible fol: East Hartford parents to enroll their children in 

certain private schools, the interest of thes'e schools had to be 

determined, and rules and regulations regarding^ 4)artlcipation in the 

program by these schools had to be^developed.- 

These tasks and many others have been completed. This* report 

attempts to bring them all together. 
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PROCESS AND COMMinEES 
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. PROCESS 




The feasibility analysi s effort whiph has conce«ied-^st — 

Hartford for ihe last three months, actually be'gan over a year ago 
when Dr. Diggs, the District's Superintendent, noted an -article written 
by Dr. S. Fra.:cis Over Ian, The Director of the Center for the Study of 
Public Policy (CSPP), a non-profit research organization in Cambridge, 
Massachusetts. 

Ar. inquiry by Dr. Diggs led to _ajTQeeting- betweein5r .^O^^laV 
aadJ)r^il&gsrSam~Leone and Timothy Moynlhan, Jr., Chairman of the 
East Hartford Board of Education. A growing interest on the part of 
Central Administrators and the Do^rd culminated in a session at the 
University of Hartf/ord whlc*^ V£.s attended by Dr. Overlan, and other 
representatives of CSPP* 

The concept of Education Scholarship was first introduced 

oto East Har|ford principals, supervisors and head teachers at an 

I 

infonnationall meeting attended by the National Institute of Education 

(NIE) and CSjPP representatives. 

I- . : - 

Fiijially the grant request was written during Connecticut's 

i A ' ■• . 

epic ice storm and power outage in December, 19,73. NIE and CSPP 

! ■ " ■ " ^ 

personnel canke to East Hartford during that weejc and at O'Brien School, 

one of two Sl aools which nad electric power, the grant request was 

1 ' • 

written as adjniniscrators cored with emergencies in twenty-two schools. 

The grant was awarded on January 21, 1974 and the study began a few 

weeks later, on February 11, 1974. 

Once the tasks were identified^ the question of how they ' 



were to be carried out. and by whom had to be decided. The Administration 
recognised not only that 'It had the necessary expertise within the school 
. sy stenu Jbut .also-th at lt-wars--crxic±gl"tO'^^l:iw^ tTie^chool system In the 
development and determination of its own future^ 

Sotpe studies had to be sub-contracted • Thesa were the school 
capacity study, enrollment projections, community surveys, transportation 
study and legal analyses* Administrative personn^_iiL^he- departments 
£gacBrne4-^rked'^c^^ consultants, and all other tasks were 

r 

performed completely within the system. 

It is important to realize that the school personnel who worked 
Oil this report did so in addition to their regular duties in the course 
of operating a school system. The only person released full time for 

c 

organizing the study was the Project Coordinator, Mrs. Frances Klein, 
Supervisor of Reading. 

Her responsibilities were to organize both major and sub- 
committees, contact the necessary consultants, speak to various groups 
requesting information and coordinate the entire effort. 

M^eetinjgs T>ega"n"wTt^^^ session att^^nded by Central 

Office and Administrative Personnel to review the grant-request proposal* 
Bringing experience to this meeting were j :^..esentatives of NIE ai>d CSPP' 
and two principals from the Alum Rock School District in San Jose, 
California, the first school district in the nation to implement a 
modified Voucher system*. 

Two central committees met on a weekly schedule during the 
study. The Central Administration's Committee for Open Enrollment 
analyzed the tasks to be done, reviewed and approved contracts with 
outside firms, and provided data to consultants as needed. c 



The Edixcational .CouncTl* consisting of all^ Central Office 
Administrat ors an d all pjjjic^B ^^s* super visors^ and-iiepar^iaent heads » - 
formed committees and reviewed their work to arrive at a consensus on 

a 

many issues presented. These included autonomy, admissions and transfers t 

a vehicle for disseminating adipissions and transfer information (Parent 

Advice Team) , teaching transfers, and a program description foxrmat to be 

used in writing the schools description booklet. 

As teacher Input was needed » particularly in the areas of 

teacher transfer and school autonomy, sub-committees were formed and 

;Lncluded those teachers who volunteered. Teachers also volunteered *to 

write the question and answer booklet "E^ftending Parents* Choice" which 

was published and distributed to parents and staff. 

Perhaps one of the most significant of the many committee 

f 

experiences throughout this effort, ce^rtainly one that involved the most 
people, was the writing of the individual school profiles which mak^ up 
the "Our Schools" description booklet. It involved the use of grant 
money distributed to the schools ($22,938.00 to twenty-two schools), and 
this constituted an experience in autonomy as the staff and principals 
of each school had to decide, not only what their own school was all 
about, but how to best spend the grant money. One use, probably the 
most common, was to buy time to work on the description, a task which 
would seem simple enough but which in actuality involved an exchange of 
observations, opinions, philosophies, theories and every kind of 
dialogue concerning schools. These descriptions had to be done in such 
a way that parents could read them and better understand East Hartford's 
schools: their philosophies and goals, programs, organizational structures 



\ 




staffing, and physical facilities » and in shorty all' those things 

_ — ■ ^ ^- - ^ 

parents need to know, to assist them in making a choice. 

Remaining funds were used for a variety of purposes, all. 
designed to find ways individual schools might better meet the needs of 
their students. Teachers in one school concentrated on the concept of 
affective education; others took on such subjects as the culturally 
deprived child, open education, interpersonal staff communication, 
a program to encourage reading for pleasure and the further develop- 
ment and refinement of the computer program for work attack skills*. 

Educational Specialists were brought into schools to conduct 
workshops on such subjects as the humanistic approach to education; 
career education, Including studies of how the pre-adolescent develops 
values, and on the topic, "Schools Without Failures". 

Speakers at the high school level dealt with "Schools of the * 
and such topics as Individual Differences in Classroom Teaching, The 
Classroom and Community Involvement, Strategies of Education the Special 
Need Child, Children's Value Development for Teachers ^nd Counselors, 
Teaching the Adolescent, Group Dynamics and Classroom Management, and 
Reading Resources, and Methods. 

One of the high schools is producing a narrative film about 
its school. / 

During the study, one of the school social workers, Walt Thomp 
visited the Sequoia Institute (a private nnn-profft organization which 
contracted with Alum Rock to implement its program) and reported his 
impressions of its organization and function to the Educational Council. 

Joel Levin, Sequoia Director, met here with the PAT committee. 



s xommoslcatforis; entity being designed for East liartford*a Open 
Enrollment Program. He later spoke to the Educational Council. 

The staff of Pupil Personnel Services met within their ovm 
departments, ,in small cross groups and finally in a day long inter- 
disciplinary workshop to describe their progr&os and services and 

■ 

examine their roles in an expanded Open Enrollment Program. 

An informational session .was held between the East Hartford 
District staff and the coordinators of the Sequoi^ Institute via a 
» telecopier and telelecturer. 

The project director. Dr. Diggs, and coordinator, Mrs. Klein 
were ex-officio members of all committees and worked wilh them. 

Throughout, the study, the Board was kept informed of all 

. >V' * . *■ ■ ■ 

developments. By May 6, 1974 a tentative rough draft of -the final 
report of the Open Enrollment Project was submitted to members of the 
East Hartford Board of Education to afford them the opportunity to 

become familiar with its contents prior to an informational Board 

i 

Session^ which was held May 14. 

During the week of May 29th informational sessions ^ere 
conducted by the Project Coordinator who met with representatives and 
parents from each school in groups of twenty-six or less. ^ 
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O . COMKITTEES 



The Educational Council 

Anthony Batcewicz - Principal 
Leon Bassow - AV Co.ordlnator 
Margaret Bleezarde - Head Teacher 
Raymond Brown - Principal 
John Caliahan - Principal 
Easaa Civittolo - Principal 
Donald Cohen - Principal 
Will tan Corcoran - Principal 
Eugene Diggs« Ed.D. 

Superintendent of Schools 
George Dunn»- Principal 
Andrew Eaposito - Head Teacher 
William Evan» - Principal 
Jaaes Fallon - Principal 
Jes9e Goldbatim - Supetrvlsor 
Donald Hallquist - Supervisor 
Ben Hancock Principal 
French Hey - Special Asst«/ 

Simper inten^ent 
Charles Horvath - Supervisor 
Helen Jeffrey - Principal 
Marie Joiinson - Supervisor 
Norma Klbbe - Principal 
Frances Klein - Coordinator 
Anthony Krawczyk - Principal 
Sam Leone - Director 

Administrative Services 
Valentino Magro - Principal 
' Lionel McCabe. Jr. - Principal 
Arthur Michals - Supervisor 
Anthony Picano - Principal 
Bennett Plotkin, Ph.D. 

Assistant Superintendent 
George Scheyd, Ed,.D. - Principal 
David Walls - Principal 
Gerald Welch - Principal 
Richard Welch •* Supervisor 



Central Administration 
O yen Snrollngnt Cosaalttee 

Paul Costello - Business Manager 
William Curt in - Staff Asst./ 

Superintendent 
Eugene Diggs^ Ed-D 

Superintendent of Schools 
Ernest Crasso - Pupil Accounting 
French Hey - Special A8st«/ ^ 

Superintendent 
Frances Klein - Coordinator 
Sam Leone - Director 

Adninistrative Services 
Bennett Plotkin, Ph.D* 

Assistant Superintendent 
Raymond Vail - Super vrlsor 



School Autonomy Coamittee 

Margaret Bleezarde Head Teacher 
EoKia Clvlttolo Principal 
Marie DiCiancla - Teacher 
Eugene Diggs* Ed.D. 

Superintendent of Schools 
Helen Jeffrey - Principal 
Raymond Johnson Teacher 
Jane Kubesh - Teacher 
Kay McNamara - Teacher 
Anthony Picano - Principal 
Claire Renn - Teacher 
David Walls - Principal 



Admissions and Student 
Transfer Coganittee 

Leon Bassov 7 A^ Coordinator 
Raymond Broim - "Principal 
Jesse Goldbaum - Supervisor 
Donald Hallquist Supervisor 
Ben Hancock - Principal 
Valentino Kagro - Principal 
George Scheyd» Ed.D. - Principal 
Richard Welch - Supervisor 



Teacher Tran sfer Cocaaittee 

Janice Brian - Teacher 
Jeannette Bruleigh Teacher 
Donald Cohen - Principal 
Andrew Esposito - Head Teacher 
William Evans - Principal 
Paula Erickson - Teacher 
James Fallon - Principal 
Edythe Giusti Teacher 
French Hey - Special Asst./ 
' Superintendent 
Corrine Wandy - Treacher 
Gerald Welch - Prlttcipal 



FAT Committee 

George Dunn - Principal 
James Fallon - Principal 
«H^len Jeffrey - Principal 
Valentino Magro - Principal 
Arthur Michals - Supervisor 
George Scheyd. Ed»D. 

Principal c 
Walter Thon^^son - Social 

Worker 

Richard Welch - Supervisor 



Extending Parents' Choice 
Handbook Coamittee 

Barbara Byron - Teacher 
An^'one Corey - Teacher 
Joanne Driscoll - Teacher 
Donald Duncan ^ Vice Principal 
George Dunn,«- Principal 
Mae Gaines - Guidance Counselor 
Mary Geary «- Teacher 
'Harvey Harpin - Teacher 
Margaret Hlckson - Teacher 
Anthony Krawcsyk Principal 
Peter Lupi - Teacher 
Valentino Magro - Principal 
ioanne Ochs * Teacher 
Rose Harie O^Dea Teacher 
Donald Repoli - Vice Principal 
Jean Schug - Teaciier 
Steven Taylor ^ Teacher 
John Tubiak - Teacher 
Gloria Visgllio - Teacher 



The Description Format 
Committee ' 

Qmaa Civittolo - Principal 
Donald Cohen - Principal 
Andrew Esposito Head Teacher 
Arthur Michals - Supervisor 



SECTION IV 



TASKS RELATING TO PENDING POLICY ACTIONS 



TRA N SFE RS 

Spaces - Determined from Capacity Study and 
Enrollment Projections 
r Autonomy ^ 

Admission and Transfer Rights and Process 
Parent Advice Team 
Teacher Transfers 

TRANf^PQRTATIQN STUDY 

PnilCY EXTENSION , ' ' 

Education Scholarship 
Internal Accounting Procedure 
.Title I and Compensatory Voucher 
Legal Analysis 
Private Schools 
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SUMMARY CAPACITY Mm ENROLLMENT ' 

* f 

f 

The Administration recognized that in order for an Expanded 
Open Enrollment Program to function efficiently, additional spaces' 
were needed in district schools to acconaaodate new transferees. The 
District conducted a study of 'school capacities in terms of both 
program and architectural constraints. The study indicated that: 
6 schools could acconunodate 0-SO new transferees; 

6 schools could accoimnodate 51-100 new transferees; 

7 schools could accommodate 101-200 new transferees; 
3 schools could accommodate 201*plus new transferees; 

(See chart next page) . 

In addition to assessing school capacities, the district 
thought it necessary to project future enrollments for the next several 
years in order to estimate how school ^capacities would change over the 
years. A report submitted by a consultant'' to 6he« district indicated 
that the pupil population will most likely continue to decrease during 
future years due to a decrease in single and multi-unit construction and 
a declining birth rate in the town. It is estimated that the district's 
student enrollment will decline approximately 17% over the next five 
years; and therefore excess capacity in existing schools and programs 
will increase. (See Appendix) 



EXCESS- CAPACITY 
I N 



■ / 


E A T 


HARTFORD 


1, 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS 


« 




1973 - 1974 Figures 


• 


# 


SCHOOL 


iNROLlMENT 


PROGRAM CAPACITY 


' SEATS AVAILABLE 




BARNES 


' 440 


450 


% 10 




BURNSIDE 


378 \ 


530 


152 




CENTER 


560 


771 • 


211 




" GOODWIN 


425 


660 


235 


• 


HOCKANUM 


802 


900 


98 


/ 


LANGFORD 


414 


465* 


51 




MAYBERRY 


364 


500 


136 ■ , 




McCARTIN 


' ^298 


340 » 


42 


♦ 


NORRIS 

* 


335 


375 |'« ' ' 


<* 

40 




O'BRIEN 


752 


793 


41 . - • 




O'CONNELL 


434 


594 


160 


% 

il 


PITKIN . 


487 


475 


0 


• 


SECOND NORTH 


138 


140 




% 


SILVER LANE 


^ 379 
r 


* 435 S 


56 




SLYE 


427 


( 

570 


143 




SOUTH GRAMMAR 


168 


240 


72 


• 


STEVENS 


177 


300 


123 




SUNSET RIDGE 

« 


439 


596 


107 




• WII^OWBROOK 


175 


275 


' 100 


/ 


WOODLAND 


• ' 147. ' , 


200 


53- / 




Sub-Totals 


»• 

7,789 


9.609 


lC832 




n» n* 5* 




t 

i.Qijcn'' 






•PENNEY 


1,706* 


t 

2.400 ' 


694 




''ALTERNATE H,S.<' 


PROGRAM 35 


' 41 






* 

Sub-Totals 


3,436 


4.241^ 


805 


ERLC 


TOTALS * 


^1,225 


^ 13,850 


2,637 


# 
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DECISION MAKING PROCESSES 
FOR 

SCHOOL AUTONOMY 



the authority to plan, organize and implement school, organizational 

^ . - * 

patterns and- programs by the individual Ichool administrator within broad 

» .( 

policies established by the Board o£ Education is of necessity an integral 
part of a system which allows schools to be different and parents to 
choose. » - **• • 

As a management concept the East Hartford School Administjcatlon 
for the past five years has been stressing assignment of, or the delegation 
of, decision-making authority to that level closest to operational _^ 
responsibility, the school. . . ^ 

The Individual school unit presently has the responsibility for 
4iefeo)ining many of the decisions for the school. These are priiudrily in 
the, area of curriculum development, building organization, staff utilisation 
and programming, which includes grouping, selection of material and ^ 
equipment^ evaluation and the structure d% the school day» ' , 

The Centtal Administration, makes financial decisions within \ 
the fjfamework of the budget approved by the Board of Education* Human 
resources are allocated by Centra^. Administration for each school. Allo(;ation 

ft • 

of teachers are bas^d on a student-teacher ratio, v Length of the 'school 

■ . h 

-day.ai}d school year as well as the selection of custodians and secrcfirarles' 
are determined by contractual agreements. Special classes and/or studltnta 
and special services are determined on a town-wide basis. Major maintenance 
problems 9 renovations and structural changes in the physical plant » while 
recommended by the local school administrator » are subject to the approval 
of Central Administration. * • * 



The individual school administrator, the principal, with the 
aid and advice pf the school '^t^Zf^ presently exercises clear decision- 

* m , ^ 

making authority in the' following areas: 

: 1. Assignment of students for group or individual instruction. 

t, * ' ■ 

2. Organization and scheduling of instructional time within tlie 
^ school day* ^ - , . . ^ ^ 

3. Selection of new^ teachers to the school. . 

. 4. Assignment of teaching staff within'' the scnool. 

5. Selection of mqthods and techniques and purchase of 
materials and equipment to implem%int curriculum. 

6. Determin§tion of thfe^ appropriate method of communicatiifg 
to • parents their child *s school progress beyond the basic 

^ min|jaal report required by the school systCTi,^i#e. parent- 

teacher conference, telephone call, unritteq progress ^* 
reports. ^ • 

7. Propulsion of non-student contact time to individual staff 
members tb work on edticational problems and issues o^ a 
sustained H>asls through 't^porary assignment of substitut€i . 
teaching personnel. * 

8. The study of new educational ideas, initiation of tKeif" 
limited use within the school and evaluation of results; 

Individual school administrators and staffs have major inlput 
into decision-making process, although not to the point of determining,, 
the following: ^ ^ 

1'. Assignment of students for special plapement other than 
local schQO^. . 

2. Assignment of-^special teachers to school from system-^wide 
personnel reservoir. 

3. Termination or mandatory transfer of certificated 
I personnel. 

- • .' . 

*^ * 
4r Determination of maintenance projects which re<|l»ire 

specific budget funding. > , ^ 
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ADMISSION AND TRANSFER RIGHTS AND PROCESS 



ATTENDANCE RIGETS^ 

In order to isake any ^ plan of Open Enrollmenc acceptable to 
East Hartford parents, there must be guarantees that no student Is 
going to be uprooted and forced to attend some s'chool other Chan the " 
one in his attendance area. A concept of the free choice envisioned in 
this program is to have the right not to have to choose ^£ one doesn^t 
want tOf but also, to have the opportunity to choose if one ddes. In 
this way the program is a positive one starting from where we are now 

. .. . ^ . ■ • . " 

and going on from here, offering and extending choices. 



ANY CHILD RESIDING IN EAST HARTFORD 

IS GUARANTEED THE RIGHT TO ATTEND 

THE ELEMENTARY, MIDDLE OR SENIOR HIGH I 

SCHOOLS IN HIS ATTENDANCE AREA. / 



When a child transfers to a school out of his attendance area, 
he picks up the right to remain a student at that school un^ll he ^ompletesr 

the final grade offered in that school. / 

/ 

ONCE A STUDENT IS ENROLLED IN A / - 
SCHOOL HE HAS THE RIGHT TO REMAIN / 
UNTIL THE LAST YEAR IS COMPLETED / 
IN THAT SCHOOL. / 

When it becomes time to go on ^o a higher level school, such as 
a middle or high school, eve:: though a student has ;trai)^f erred from his 
attendance area, he is guaranteed the right to entoll in the. middle or 
high school in his attendance area. If he f^ants to attend a middle or 
high school outside his attendance area, a.tran<^fer application is 

necessary. t 

t 



ERIC 



A STUDENT WHO TRANSFERS FROM 
HIS ATTENDANCE AREA SCHOOL RETAINS 
ATTENDANCE RIGHTS AT SCHOOLS WITH 
> . HIGHER GRADE LEVELS I^ HIS 

ATTENDiiNCE AREA. ' * 

«. 

TRANSFER RIGHTS 

The need which started all of this thinking and planning, the 

» - I 

heart, of the matter, 1» embodied In the first transfer right: * 

ANY STUDENT HAS THE RIGHT TO 
REQUEST A TRANSFER tO A SCHOOL 
OTHER THAN THE SCHOOL IN HIS 
ATTENDANCE AREA. 

The remaining transfer rights define and modify this rule. 
Because we are starting with schools which have just so, many spaces or 
seats with many of them possibly filled by students who do'not want to 
transfer, it is necessary to accept transferring students as spaces are 
available. It is expected that a declining school population will increase 
this number each year, and that as people become more familiar with the 
concept of choice, and schools 'respond tO'lt by becoming more diversified, 
transfer traffit will get heavier. New alternative schools may provide 
spaces as well as choices. The second transfer right, therefore is: 



STUDENTS WILL BE ACCEPTED ON A 
SEATS-AVAILABLE BASIS . 



There could be instances when more students want to transfer 
into a school than there are spaces for them. It was decided that the 
fairest way to decide which student transfers are accepted woj^ld be to 
conduct a lottery. /^-^. 



WHEN REQUESTS TO ATTEND A GIVEN 
SCHOOL EXCEED THE SPACE AVAILABLE, 
' STUDENTS SHALL BE SELECTED ON A 

RANDOM' BASIS THAT GUARAirrEES ALL * 
APPLICANTS AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 
OF SELECTION. 

V* 

' The Tight of one person cannot contradict the right of ahother. 
A student has the right to attend the school in his attendance area. The 
Student who transfers into that school has the right to remain there until 
he completes the highest grade. The student who transfers out of his 
attendance area gives up his right » but In order to retain some element 
of it, should he want to go back, it was decided to give that student 
a preference or first choice on a seats-available basis » 

STUDENTS WISHING TO RETURN TO 
THEIR ATTENDANCE AREA SCHOOL 
WILL BE GIVEN PREFERENCE AFTER 
Z STUDENTS CURRENTLY IN ATTENDANCE 

ARE^^PLACED. 

A major consideration in developing rules regarding transfers 

was to insure for students a continuity of learning; therefore certain 

■ ^ \ ■ 

tl^es have been designated in which transfers may be made, although in 

some circumstances transfers may be allowed any time. • . 

PARENTS WILL BE ENCOURAGED TO KEEP 
CHILDREN IN A SCHOOL FOR A PERIOD OF 
. , AT LEAST ONE YEAR FOR EDUCATIONAL 

CONTINUITY. HOWEVER, PARENTS MAY , 
REQUEST TO TRANSFER THEIR CHILDREN: 

A. PRIOR TO THE SCHOOL YEAR ' 

B. BEFORE EACH MARKING PERIOD FOR 
^OLLMENT AT THE NEXT MARKING 
PERIOD 

C. EXCEPTION TO B, SfUDENT WOULD BE 
* RE-ENTERED WITH THE CONSENT OF THE 

SCHOOL PLANNING AND PLACEMENT 
TEAM 




I 
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■la Planning and Placement Team Includes the classroom teacher 
and school principal, or his/her designee, the psychological examiner, 
reading consultant, social worker, school nurse, speech and hearing 
clinician or pathologist, and learning disabilities teacher • 

THE TRANSFER PROCESS 

i 

I 
I 

The procedure for making a transfer to. a school out of one^s 
attendance area begins the April .before the school year starts* At that 
time parents will receive an accurate, clear and ccfncise description of 
all schools and programs in East Hartford* They will also receive a 
schedule which will indicate when they may discuss the schools dnd 
programs with those persons who are kt owledgeablc about them and fully 
able to answer their questions. 
' Parents will also receive a transferor equest form. If they 

intend to transfer their child to a school other than the one he is 
•then attending, they must submit^ the transfer form' to the Parent Advice 
Team (PAT) by the" first week In May. 

i '. ' 

PAT» in turn, will process the transfer-request, notifying 

\ 

the parents, and the schools being entered and leJ^t, of the decision. 

PAT will also provide monthly school enrollment repi^rts to the schools, 

\ 

When there are more applicants than spacer in a particular school, PAT 
will conduct a fair and impartial lottery and will notify the parents 
and the schools of t le outcome. 

When t.ransf ers are considered during the school year, any 
request for"" these must be made and submitted to PAT approximately five 
weeks before the start of each marking period during which the transfer 
is desired; The request forms and information about the schools and 
advisory services will be available at PAT and all East Hartford schools. 



SCHEDULE FOR IN~YEA^ TRANSFERS . 
" Transfer Request Deadlines Marking Periods Begin 

1. October November 

2. December ^ . January 
March , April 

The procedure for making transfers during the school year is 
almost the sdme as for those requesting a change in April before the 
school year* However, parents submitting a request for their first 
transfer will be encouraged to discuss the matter with the school 
staff and PAT personnel » and tho^e parents who have already had a 
transfer request granted will be required to discuss any subseqtient 
transfer requests with PAT personnel before they will be honored • 

One of the major considerations in drawing up these rules 
and procedures was a concern for the student *s continuity ""of learning 
as well as a concern for the right to transfer during the school -year 
as well asi before it begins. One solution was to try to insure that 
when a change is requested at a time when the student *s learning would 
be interrupted, it is done carefully and knowingly > considering all 
aspects of it. 

An emergency transfer is different still, and this may be 
made at any time* It may become obvious to the parents, teachers, or 
both, that a particular learning environment is not working or has 
become detrimental to the child. At this point the school's Planning 
and Placement Team becomes involved and every one concerned sits dawn 
together to determine whether or not a transfer is the answer. 



PARENT ADVICE TEAM (PAT) 

A major objective of the Parent Advice Team is one relating 
to cotomunication. It is to Insure that parents of students enrolled 
in the East Hartford Public Schools are fully informed and understand 
the various educational options, and that parents also fully understand 
the process* of admissions and transfers. 

* This Independent group^ would be headed by a director and » 
would have the opportunity to coiomunlcate with the autonomous schools ^ 
.having the same relationship to the Superintendent of Schools as do 
other administration officials. . 

The functions of PAT may be divided into three major categories 
information collection^ information distribution, and pupil accounting. 
Each function could be the responsibility of a separate component or 
bureau, jf PAT. There would be an Information Collection Bureau, an 
Information Distribution Bureau and a Pupil Placement and Accounting 
Bureau. 

INFORMATION COLLECTION BUREAU 

The primary function of the Information Collection Bureau 

is to collect the school information that would assist parents in 

making choices. The Bureau would collect program descriptions from 

the schools and data from In-house evaluation. Prior to being 

« 

distributed to East Hartford residents this information would be verified 
and packaged for ease of comprehension. 



INFORMATION DISTRIBUTION BUREAU 

The director' of PAT will work with paraprof esaionals and 
provide Inservlce training for them so they will be qualified to 
discuss tjie school descriptions and processes for transfer when they 
laake home visits to each family which has a child in the East Hartford 
Public Schools. 

These para^rofessionals will also prepare packets of 
descriptive material and essential forms, io hand deliver when making 
the home visits • ' 

PUPIL ACCOUNTING BUREAU 

This bureau will receive transfer request forms, process 
them, and notify schools and parents of the actions taken. 
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TEACHER TRANSFERS 



A partially new and clarified teacher transfer policy developed 
out of neetings concerned with the question of the way in which teacher 
transfers would be affected by Open Enrollment. A committee, composed 
of school principals, volunteer teachers and the. special assistant to 
the supepintendent responsible for personnel., held two meetings, from 
which evolved recommended procedures. ' . ' 

it was noted that transfers of certified 'staff are made in the 
^'pllowing situations: the principal may request that a teacher be " * 
transferred out of the building; the teacher may. want a different assign- 
ment; a Transfer may be mandatory because a position' ha^ been eliminated. 
Decreasing enrollment has eliminated a numbei? of positions, necessitating 
transfers and reducing the ntunber of spaces available for transfer » 

The new recommendations evolve from the observation that a 
teacher may experience the fear that he or she might lose his or her 
present position by th^ process of requesting a transfer which may not 
be forthcoming. The new Recommendations also provide for the updating 

V* 

and poking of information regarding possible vacancies. 
.The recommendations: 




IN ^ THE. SPRING OF EACH YEAR, TEACHERS 
PRESENTLY FILE AN AVAILABILITY SLIP 
WITH THE PERSONNEL OFFICE. AT THAT 
TIME THEY CAN ALSO REQUEST A TRANSFER 
TO ANOTHER POSITION. WHENEVER A 
TEACHER REQUESTS A TRANSFER, HE/SHE 
WOULD STILL MAINTAIN HIS PRESENT POSITION, 
UNLESS IT HAS BEEN INDICATED TO HIM/HER 
THAT THE BUILDING PRINCIPAL HAS REQUESTED 
HIS/HER TRANSFER. (TRANSFER REQUESTS 
CLOSE ON JUNE 15TH) . 
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BEFORE APRIL 1ST OF EACH YEAR P&INCIPALS 
MEET WITH THE ADMINISTRATION ON EVALUATIONS 
(5^ PERSONNEL AND AT THAT TIME INDICATE STAFF 
MEMBERS WHOM THEY RECOMMEND FOR TRANSFER TO 
ANOTHER ASSIGNMENT. PERSONNEL WHO ARE FORCED 
TO TRANSFER SHALL BE NOTIFIED* BEFORE JUNE 1ST 
(AS PER CONTRACT). 



LISTS OF ALL POSSIBLE VACANCIES WILL BE 
POSTED ON SCHOOL BULLETIN BOARDS AFTER 
MAY 1ST EACH YEAR AND UPDATED EVERY TWO 
WEEKS. 



THE PERSONNEL OFFICE COLLECTS . THE PREFERENCE 
FOR TRANSFER FORMS AND THE PRINCIPALS* 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TRANSFER. IT THEN COMPILES 
A LIST OF ALt CERTIFIED STAFF WHO ARE TO BE 
INCLUDED ON THE POSSIBLE TRANSFER LIST. 



A THIRD -MID^iMPORTANT FACTOR IN DEALING WITH 
TRANSFERS AND REQUESTS FOR TRANSFERS IS AN 
INDICATION OF STAFF MEMBERS WHO PLAN T6 RETIRE, 
LEAVE THE SCHOOL SYSTEM FOR ANOTHER TEACHING 
ASSIGNMENT, OR WHO FOR VARIOUS REASONS LEAVE 
THE EAST HARTFORD COMMUNITY.. THIS GROUP THEN 
BECOMES OUR VACANCY LIS^. 



WHEN VACANCIES DO OCCUR AND WHEN TRANSFERS ARE 
REQUESTED, BUILDING PRINCIPALS IN MOST CASES 
INTERVIEW ALL PERSONNEL WHO HAVE REQUESTED 
ASSIGNMENT TO THAT SCHOOL POSITION. IT MUST 
BE NOTED THAT THE BUILDING PRINCIPAL SHOULD 
HAVE SOME PREFERENCE AS TO WHO IS ASSIGNED 
TO HIS BUILDING. 



Two new forms have also been developed and are recommended. On 
one, all teachers indicate availability for the following year; on the ether, 
if the teacher so desires, he or she may request a transfer without jeopardizing 
a present assignment. 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
SPECi^' ASST. /SUPERINTENDENT 



Date* ^ - 



4. 



sta; 



TO: All Professional Staff 
FROM: Personnel Office 
RE: Availability for ' 



To develop preliminary plans for the ^school year and 

before definite assignments are made it is necessary to know the intent 
of the present staff. Will you please indicate your availability as a 
teacher in East Hartfoid for t^^e next school year. 

If you indicate that you are not' returning next year, we would appreciate 

•■ r 
a formal letter of resignation or retireme'nt addressed to the Special 

Asst. /Superintendent. If there is a question regarding your availability 

for next^rear, please place your comments and concerns at the bottom o£ 

the form provided. ■ * "~ * - 



Nafl e - - ^School^ Grade Level 



I will be availably for the ; ^school year. 

I will not be^jivailable as a teacher in the East Hartford School System 
for the " [ ^school year. 



Signature of teacher 

Special Note: 



FLH/FK/ejd 
4/27/74 
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EAST HARTFOftD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
SPECIAL ASST. /SUPERINTENDENT 



Date ♦ 

TO: All Professional Stafi , _ . 

FROM: Mr. French L. Hey, Spec. Asst./Supt. 

RE: Request for. transfer , 

, e 

According to the contractual agree^nt, any scaff member who desires 

transfisr within the school system must notify the Personnel Office by v 

■ -J ■ < . r. 



0April 1st. « 



* m. 



The form below is provided for all personnel who wish a transfer 

m * 

% • 

within the system* If you are presently planning to be in the same 
building for next •year' it is not necessary to fill 'out this form for the 
Personnel Office* 

We Qhal} do our utmost to honor your wishes regarding assignments* It 
will be the responsibility of each teacher requesting transfer to state 
wh^ether his/her certification covers assignment or grade level requested* 

' " " ■ ■ - " ' ■ 

REQUEST FOR TitANSgER 
I am requesting transfer to: 



School Grade Levels 

I am currjently certified for the following grades and subject: 



Grades ai;d Subject 

Special Note: • ' ■ . 

Signature 



,FLH/FK/ejd 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOO^^ 
OPEN\ ENROLLMENT PROJECT 

\ 

\ 

TRANSFfeR REQUEST FORM 



Complete this form if you 'desire ^ transfer for your child. 



A 



Student's Last Name 

• 


Student's Fl^st Name 


r 

Date of' Birth Sex 


Address 


V 

9 


Telephone Number 



School Presently. Attending 



Re^on for Witlitlhraval (optional); 



Grade 



Date of Entrance 



School Desired 

Reason for Tranjsfer (opt^nal): 
« 



Grade ^ Desired Date of Entrance 



Parent or Guardian 
Last Name 



Father *s Name 



Mother's Name 



Parent or Gtiardian's Signature 



iiMl . 
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I. OP EN ENROLLMENT TRANSPORTATION STUDY CONCLUSIONS/ 

C ^ I ■ ^ ■■ I III I ^ w ii ■■■ ■■III! 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Determination of cost estimates for added pupil trans>portation 
. e>q>enditures incurred in an open enrollment envirbnment was the primary 
aiiin of. the Educational Cqordinates study- herein documented. Secondarily* 
Educational Coordinates sought to establish the feasibility of operating such 
a trans'|>ortation service. 

Educational Coordinated' analysis and report propose a concept that 
> exivisions groiiping schools for routing purposes in order to keep cost within 
nfeason without infringing \innecessarily on student comfort or safety. Using 
' ,typpthetical data and random selection techniques which applied percentage 

Ok 

change levels'* stipulated fob study purposes by East Hartford Public School 
Administrative staff menibers. Education Coordinates was able to demon- 
* strate the operational feasibility of this proposed concept and to approximate 
*<'the maximum and minimum costs associiited/with implementation thereof* 
Conclusive <i6'terminat ion of actual costs cpuld not, of course, be made with- 

t \ 

out empirical data^ on which to base the analysis and cost estimates. None* 
theless, it ^is possible to project an approximate minimum additional expendi- 
ture ranging between $214,000. and $4i>0, 00,0, depending on the number of 
students who might participate. Estimated ct^sts at a maximum. Educational 
Coordinates 'found, would approach 6r 'slightly exceed $1,000,000, again 
depending on which and how many child^ren participate* . 

^1- 
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MATHEMATICA. « 



Inpursv^g the stated study objectives to a cpnclu^ion. Educational 
CoordinatQ#^s- developed several opinions and one nniajor recommendation . 
for future action. 

Educational Coordinates' study shows clearly that pupil transportation 
in an open enrollment environment of any magnitude will be operationally 
costly, though feasible. Moreover, planning and controlling the function ' 

» * • 

under such circumstances will be at best a difficult task. For instance, 
pupil transportation planning will surely require a sophisticated computer 
routing and scheduling system, and daily operational control could be seriously 
complicated by alterations* in school choices. 

■Currently East Hartford has. budgeted $176, 872. 00 for transportation 
of typical students. It is clear from Educational Coordinates study that the 
budget wiU almost surely more than double should only 7. 5% of the students 
opt to attend remote schools. Educational Coordinates, can only conclude - 
that oroviaion of'open enrollment transportation service using an OETU 
approach is operationally feasible. 

In looking to the futui^e, should open enrollment with board supplied 
transportatioV be instituted in East Hartford Public Schools, Educational 
Coordinates s^tjrongly urges development of a computer assistedsapproach to 
pupil transpor^tion routing and scheduling. Employing such a management 
tool would l^e (i^itical to economically successful inauguration and operation 

\ • 

of service* Indeed^ only with such a tool operating on live data can accurate 
cost determinations be made. 

-2- 
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MATHEMATICA, ^ 



Furtheirmore, the myriad possibilities for affecting cost reductions • 
by varying bell times can only be guessed at without the aid of computer 
planned and coordinated ro\ite data. SimUarly, valid projections on vehicle 
rcutilization potential can only be made by computer. For example, while 
it does seem at first that costs could be reduced by reusing Penney High 
busses to serve East Hartford High as well. Educational Coordinates cannot 
establish that- possibility as fact without applying complex routing and 

scheduling techniques to live data. 

Educational Coordinates further recommends that measures be taJcen 

now, if they have not already been, to insure vehicle availability. Even at 

the lowest percentage change level studied, twenty-four (24) additional bu-es 

are apparently reqxi^red. 

In final summary. Educational Coordinates' study has shown that 

iiast Hartfprd can provide adequate pupil transportation service in an open 

enrollment environment, but at an additional cb^st probably in excess of the • 

current year operating budget for transportation. \ 



\ 



\ 
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CONCEPT OF THE EDUCATION SCHOLARSHIP 

The Education Scholarship Is a means by which parents may exercise 
fiscal prerogatives as well as make wise decisions. The Education Scholarship 
must be transferable to various educational settings, and. must not lose Its 
character from place to place or from time tg time* 

For thl.^> purpose the Education Scholarship In East Hartford which 
most accurately reflects the cost of educating a student for one school 
year would come from a formula- which would be Interpreted at three different 
levels from data relevant to that level. The levels would be K-5, 6-8, 9-12. 

The scholarship for each level vould be calculated from the 
following formula: 

The gross annual budget (GAB) for that particular level minus the 

following: 1. regular and parochial student transportation 

2. classes for special education students and special 
education transportation 

3. tuitions fpr students outside the school system 

4. bonded Indebtedness 

The resulting number would then be divided by the total school 
enrollment after the student enrollment In special education classes have 
been deducted from the total school enrollment. 
This formula expressed as a formula, assigning: 

GAB as gross annual budget at 
the appropriate level 

GAB — (1+2+3+4) TSE as the total school 

would be: ES « enrollment 

TES — SEC 

SEC as the special education 
~ — ■ " classes 

ES as the Education Scholarship 
for the appropriate level 
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RATioms 

This formula would exclude those funds which would not be 
assigned to the individual school within the school system or to 
private schools. These costs are mandated by state statute (except 
for debt iservice) . These aire expenses which would not be incurred by 
' a private school on a mandatory basis. N6t« the cost for Special 
Education for special dassrocaa would include all costs related to 
the operation of a special classroom such as adjustment classes, EHR, 
TMR, learning disabilities, language classes and physically handicapped. 

Special education costs which would be included in the 
Education Scholarship computation would be those services which are 
available to the typical student in the typical clas^sroom. They 

♦ 

would be psychological examiners, itinerant speech teachers, itlnerailt 
learning disability teachers. Itinerant social workers. 
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INTERNAL ACCOUNTING PROCEDURES 

« 

Within the school system the educational scholarship would \ 
be divided into three compipnents, although the total value would be 

\ 

uniform from school to oqhool and within the same school. 

Accounting procedures, to be established, would provide for 
accounting of education scholarship. 

1. Instructional/Operational dollars 

These are funds over which the school administrator 

and staff would have wide discretion in their expenditure. 

2. Fixed Cost dollars . / 

These are funds over which the school has little control. 
They would include funds for utilities, insurance, 
maintenance. 

3. Equalization dollars 

These are funds over which the school has no control. 
They would Include monies to equalize salary accounts 
from school to school so that each school is charged 
an average cost per teacher although the individual 
would receive a salary based upon negotiated agreements. 

Accounting procedures would denote costs to school in all three 
areas, although 2 and 3 would be more Informational than operational. 
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TITLE I AND THE COMPENSATORY VOUCHEB 



For the current fiscal year East Hartford Public Schools will 
receive $147,859 from Title I, the oajor component of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act passed by Congress in 1965. The school system 
also receives about $80,000 each year in state funds from State Aid to 
Disadvantaged Children provided for in Public Act 35* It is the 
equivalent of Title I on th^ state level. Both are used to meet the 
needs of economically deprived youngsters from 4 years old through 4th 
grade* The programs which provide this are concentrated in six 
elementary schools: Center, Mayberry, Second North, South Grammar, 
1fillo«brook and Norris. 

Uhile noting that the proposed Open Enrollment Program, if 
adopted, would not affect these monies, the Director of Administr cive 
Services in the East Hartford Public 'School System, Sam J. Leone, did 
stress that Open Enrollment could affect the children who benefit from 
Title I if they chose to attend schools other than the ones they attend. 
The Title I money and its programs would remain In those six schools as 
It is now set up;. 

A compensatory voucher Is a concept Included In some voucher 
models and provides for additional, money to be added to the regular 
voucher for educationally deprived youngsters^ Since the compensatory 
voucher, along with the regular voucher, would travel with the child to 
whatever school he chooses to attend, and assuming the source of this 
compensatory money were Title I and the state SAOC funds > then the 
services to the students moving would be diluted* 



Guldeliaes for Ide^ntlfylng children under Title I include: 
children whose' families are welfare recipients, resldents of low-cost 
housing, from broken homes, foreign born, or of non-English speaking • 
background or whose income is on the poverty level. First priority is 
giyen to children of economically depressed families and non-English 
speaking background. ^ ^ 

State guidelines are similar, specifying categories of low 
Income, linguistically deprived and culturally deprived. 

Mr. Leone did not recomaend that East Harfford be involved In 
compensatory vouchers and gave the fallowing reasons: 

■ • A- 1 

1. ESBA Title I ^fund^-^i^vide compensatory services in five 
of twenty-two schdpls. If a student were to transfer 
from a Title I school to a non-Title I school, services 
would not follow the student. 

, 2. Funds taken from Title I schools to follow students 

/ 

J (compensatory voucher^ would reduce services at the 

five Title I schools. 

C 

3. Testing and evaluation of students who transfer from 
Title I schools would be invalid.' ' 

Based on present guidelines for the fall of 1974, if economically 
deprived students in the six state/federal grant schools were to transfer 
in large numbers to other schools, then the school administration would 
have ^o re-evaluate the eligibility of the schools to receive Title I 
funding, based on present legislation and currently proposed legislation 
before Congress* 



49 



LEGAL ANALYSIS 

I. iNTRODUCTtON AND SUMMARY 

In connection with this report, a legal study has been made of "the demon-' 
stratlon program act of 1972", the baste enabling Connecticut legislation 
authorizing East Hartford to enter Into a demonstration program. 

The basic requirements of the act are described In the act's purpose to 
onke schools more responsive to the needs of children and parents; the dfeslgna- 
tlori of the appropriate administrative authority; the determination of eligi- 
bility of students and private schools; the con tractuaT cost arrangements with the 
appropriate federal agency; the limitation to a duration of five years; and the 
reporting procedure to the state board of education and Joint standing committee 
on education of the general assembly. 

The language of the demonstration program act of 1972 does not cover all 
legal matters rasled In connection with East Hartford's demonstration program. 
Appendix sets out ^specific legal Issues. There Is related legislation which 
East Hartford may be able to utilize to solve problems caused by ©tanlsslons 
from the 1972 act. In addition East Hartford should cons We r seeking clarifying 
legislation of amb^gul tl tes In the act. 

The Church -State Issue will be a major^legal' obstacle to the Inclusion of 
parochial schools In the program. 

Proposed administrative regulations and contractual provisions governing 
federal funding should be scrutinized as they develop to assure compliance with 
the demonstration program act of 1972 and related statutes. 
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II. THE DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM ACT OF 1972 , 

c 

During the 1972 session, the general assetnbly enacted the "demonstration 
scholarship program act of 1972". This Connecticut statute differs from any 
other In the United States. The demonstration program act of 1972 sets forth 
a comprehensive set of responsibilities, powers, rights, duties, and restric- 
tions applicable to what Is popularly referred to as a "voucher system". This 
1972 law permits the East Hartford Board of Education to undertake a demonstra- ' 
tlon program. The basic legal requirements are as follows: 

A. Purpose of Act 

By its terms, the Intent and purpose of the legislation Is "to <teve1op 
and test the use of education scholarships" . . . "as a way to improve the quality 
of education by making schools, both public and private, more responsive to the 
needs' of- ^children and parents, to provide greater parental choice, and to deter- 
mine the extent to which the quality and delivery of educational services are af- 
fected by economic incentives." 

B. Administration 

The East Hartford Board of Education determines the area of the town where 
the demonstration program is to take place, designates a "demonstration board", 
which may be lt%^)f, and may contract with the appropriate federal agency for funds 
The demonstration board adopts resplatlons and administers the demonstration progra 



C. EllgibfUty of Students 

Th© parent or guardian of each student r«s{dent fn the "demonstration 
•rea" is entitJed to a drawing right or othe\ form of voucher equal In value to 
those of every other student. The minimum l^slc scholarship shall be "the level 
of average current expensti per pupil for corresponding grade levels In the public 
schools In the demonstration area In the year Imadiateiy preceding the derwnstra- 
tion prcgraw." ''Disadvantaged students" are entitled to additional or "coropensa- 
tory scholarships," 

0. ^Ugibnity of f^rivate Schools 

in order to be eligible to participate « private school must meet a num- 
ber of requirements, the following being the most significant: ^ ••'w^ 

1) it must not discriminate! 

2) it must not charge a fee above the education scholarship; 

3) . Its financial and administrative records must be open to the public; 

k) It must provide comprehensive written information ac that the nature 
and quality of its educational programs can be judged: 

5) it nust meet state rules and regulations for private schools, for 
example, health and safety requirements; 

6) It must n»eet addUional rcqul reaents estabUshed by the demonstration 
board. 

^ • ContrJtct ylth Federal Agency 

The demonstration program act of 1972 Is Intended to prevent Increased 
cost to the towns participating In a demonstration program. Accordingly, East 
Hartford's contract with the appropriate federal agency ir-ust provide that ^ha federal 
government pay at least the following additional costs Incurred in organizing 
and administering the demonstration program: 
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t) costs of organization of demonstration program; 

2) transportation costs; 

3) any possible decreasod oconomtes of scale or Increased fc»sts per " 
pupil caused by the transition to a demonstration program. 

F. Duration and Reports / 

*• 

Without further legislation, the scholarship program may not exist for 
longer than five years after It begins. The demonstration program must be evaluated 
and the results "reported In detail to the state board of education and the Jornt 
standing committee on education of the general assembly". 
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III. RELATED LESiSUTtON 

East Hartford cannot adopt a voucher system In any way Inconsistent with 
the 1972 legislation. However, It Is quite possible that parts of the East 
Hartford scholarship program as It develops will not come directly within the 
provisions of the demonstration program act. Since 1969» there has been Connec- 
ticut statutory authorization for the developmer.t of Innovative or experimental! 
educational programs. Tlie applicable statutory provisions condition Implementa^ 
tlon of any such programs on approval by the State Board of Education.. As to at 
least those parts which may require supplemental enabling legislation. East 
Hartford should worl( cooperatively with the «tate Soard of education.. 
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IV. FUTURE LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS 



Appendix sets forth the le^el Issues which have been under study anda^ 
number of conolustons. Other legal problems wM 1 arise as the program Is developed. 
The Inclusion of private schools, ahxMn particular parochial schools, will have 
major legal ramifications. It Is most likely that East Hertford's demonstration 

t 

program will- be challenged In court proceedings on one or more of these legal Issues v 

A. Clarifying Legislation 

• The demonstration program act of 1972 differs substantially from a'n^ 
other legislation. Similarly, the particular scholarship program contemplated by 
East Hartford is unique. Without either precedent or a fully developed model jto 
follow, .th^ 197? legislation had to be drafted In broad terms Incertaln areas 
so as to avoid unnecessary restrictions and to achieve flexibility, and narrowly 
^ in o'ther areas so as fp assure fhat the legislative Intent could not be subverted. 
As a result there are certain amblgultltes In the act. Sofoe of the more Important 
questions with tentative conclusions are Indicated below: 

1) Are private schools outside the demonstration area eligible to partici- 
pate in ;:he demonstration program? No. 

2) Can parochial and private school vouchers be discounted? Yes. 

3) is a private school that charges some other students more than those 
participating In the demonstration program Ineligible? Yes. 

k) Will students attending private ^schools pursuant to the demonstration 
programs con 1 1 nur to be Included In "average dally membership" compu- 
tation? Yes. 

5) Who are "dlsadvanted students"? These are probably words of art for 
which the federal definition would carry over. 

As to these questions, the language Is either so ambiguous that counsel cannot 
give the Board clear direction or the question Is so Important that It must be 

4 I 

answered with relative certainty. Due to the lengthlness of court proceedings and 
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the doubtful nature of the outcome, East Hartford should consider seeking 
clarifying legislation. 

0. The Chufch-Stiite iiiue ) 
The scholarship demonstration program act of 1972 has been drafted so 
as to avoid to the extent possible the separation of church and state Issue. It 
appears that now only a court Is In a position to tfetenalne i<hetherthe demonstration 
scholarship program act of 1972 violates ihe establishment clause of the First Amend- 
ment to the U.S. Constitution, the application of the establishment clause to th«\ 
East Hartford demonstration program appears to differ significantly from any prior 
application thereby raising a legal issue of first Instance. A study of this com- 
plex and critical Issue !s not within the scope of the legal analysis for this re- 
port. A final judicial Interpretation of this Issue will determine whether parochial 
schools May participate In the program. 

C. Regulations of the Demonstrat ion Soard 

As this part of the report Is In the process of preparation, the proposed 
regulations for use by the demonstration board are bolng reviewed to determine 
whether they are consistent with the demonstration scholarship program act of 1972. 
ThI- should be an ongoing process of review and reylslon, If necessary. 

0. Contract with Federal Agency 

Any proposed contract with the applicable federal agency should be reviewed 
carefully to assure that It protects the East Hartford .eoard of Education and that It 
Is consistent with the scholarship program act of 1972 and other applicable laws. 
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PRIVATE SCHOOLS 



V 



/ 



This section deals vlth questions having to do with ptlvate 
school participation In an expanded Open Enrollment Program, '^bllc 
Act 12-2 of the Connecticut Statutes provides for the Inclusion of 
private as well as public schools in a test of education 8c|/olar8hlp8. ' 
One of the tasks outlined in the ^ant request to National/institute 
of Education (NIE) was to develop specific rules and regulations for 

. ■ / ■ : / 

such private school particlpatloi^; Besides addressing that issue, this 
sectloa al89 details various ateps which would be taken /by individuals 

or groups wi[shlhg to establish 'new private schools whlqh could partlclpsfte 

I / . • ; ■ • - 

in the expanded Open Enrollment Program. 

■ * • 1 / * 

PKIVATE SCRdOLS NBICH COOLD PARTICIPATE 



East Hartford were to decide to institute an expanded Open 
Enrollment Program consistent | with the provisions ol^ Public Act 122, 
four categories of private schools could conceivably participate in the 
prpgram: 1)1 non-profit; 2) iroprletary (profit making); 3)" parochial; 
and 4) "secularized parochial"' 

If the East Hartford B^ard of Education were to adopt a policy 
expansion in line with the provisions of Public Act 122, certain, private 
non-profit schools located in Ea8t\|Bartford would automatically be allowed 
to participate in the program. In addition, however, the Board would 
have to decide) whether or not to alloW the participation of other kinds 
of private schools. \ 

\ ; . _ ■ 

If the Board of Education decided to permit private proprietary 
school participation, no legal barriers Would be encountered. If, on the 
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other h^d, the Board decided to permit parochial school participation, 
this ussue' would have to be clarified In the courts. VJhether or not 
parochial school or "secularized parochial school" (a term which requires 
definition) participation is legal is not yet clear. 

ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA FOR PARTICIPATION OF ALL PRIVATE SCHOOLS 

I£ it were determined that certain private schools would be 
allowed to participate In the expanded Gp6n Enrollment Program^ all those 
schools would have to meet all state regulations regarding private schools 
as well as all East Hartford Board of Education requirements for the 
Open Enrollment Program* These Include: 

1* Admissions Criteria 

2« Written descriptions of their school which are similar 
in format to the public schools and are verified* These 
descriptions would identify: 

a* name of the school 

b. location of the school 

c« name of administrator 

d* grade level of students 

e. estimated number of pupils to be en,rolled 

f* seats available 

g. school philosophy 

h. program goals 

1. curriculum offerings 

j • evaluation methods internal 

k« reporting system to students and parents 

1* qualifications of teachers* admii^istrators and 

other staff 

m. description of physical plant 

n. salary accounts for staff 

3. Statements regarding administrative and financial records 

^Open to the public 
4* Bookkeeping system conforming to public school accounting 

system 
5* External evaluation 

6« Minimum number of twenty-five students constituting a 
school 

7* Financial background statement 
8* Tuition costs statement 
9. Hours of school day 

10. Number of school days constituting a year* 



Prior to receiving operational funds, a private school would 
have to be deemed eligible to participate in the program by the East 
Hartford Board of Education. The school would be deemed eligible if 
it submitted a statement of compliance with all state rules and 
regulations regarding private schools and all East Hartford Board of 
Education ru;le8 for Open Enrollment, provided the school actually was 
in compliance with these requirements. 

EDUCATIONAL PLANNING GRANTS 

* 

In order to facilitate the creation of new educational 
options during the course of an expanded Open Enrollment Program, the 
East Hartford Board of Education should consider providing various 
kinds of assistance to individuals and groups interested in establishing 
new private schools. One kind of assistance which could be offered is 
herein called Educational Planning Grants. 

PROCESS FOR SECURING AN EDUCATIONAL PLANNING GRANT 

An jSducational Planning Grant (minimum $300. 00, maximum 
$1,500.00) may be provided out of federal funds to an individual or 
group seriously considering starting a school. The establishment of 
alternative forms of education is encouraged under the concept of Open 
Enrollment as the creation of these alternatives would provide a greater 
variety of choice to meet varying needs oi students. 

The Administrator of Private Schools, a position to be 
instituted if a policy extension consistent with Public Act 122 were 
adopted, would provide information regarding eligibility criteria and 



the process for securing grants to those Interested « Interested 
groups or individuals would submit a proposal detailing their funding 
request to the Committee for Private Schools , a committee which would 
be appointed by the East Hartford Board of Education. This conanittee 
would then forward the proposal to the Administrator of Private Schools » 
who» in turn» would forward it to an Ad Hoc Private School Group composed 
of parents and representatives of the Private Sector. 

A proposal requesting planning funds would include: 1) a 
statement of intent to follow all state rules and regulations regarding 
private schools and all East Hartford Open Enrollment rules and regulations; 
2) a work plan for spending money aad a timie frame detailing when the 
money is to be spent; and 3) a. description of the « individuals or group 
which would be involved in the planning process* 

The Administrator would review the proposal with the individual 
or group and with the Ad Hoc Committee". If the Administrator and the 
Ad Hoc group recc!!«mended fundings the group requesting planning funds 
and the_School Board's Committee for Private Schools would be so notified. 
The East Hartford Board of Education could follow or not follow the 
recommendations of the Administrator and the Ad Hoc grx>up as the Board 
of Education is the final decision--maker in the district* 

If the Ad Hoc Committee did not recommend funding and the Board 
of Education's Committee for Private Schools concurred with this 
recommendation 9 the group or indiv|^dual requesting planning funds would 
have the right of appeal to the Ad Hoc group ^ and to the Board of Education's 
Committee for Private Schools. ' The proposae would also have the right to 
refine and resubmit the proposal in which case the process for obtaining 
the grant would be reinstituted. 



educattonal planning grant awarded 

If the Administrator and Ad Hoc Committee recommended funding 
and the Board of Education's Committee for Private Schools and the 
Board as a whole concurred, the Administrator of Private Schools would 
allocate and monitor the grrat funds to specified categories by receiving 
and paying bills. 

When the planning as designated In the proposal was completed, 
the Individual or group which had received the funds would submit a 
final report to tfte Administrator of .Private Schools. The Administrator 
would then forward the final report to the Ad Hoc group and the Committee 
for Private Schools. The final report would Include a narrative description 
of what had been/ done » the conclusions reached, and a statement detailing 
expenditures « 

If, after submission of the final report the individual or 

group decided to proceed with establishing the proposed school, the 

individual or group could c^ecide to request additional planning and 

Implementation monies ^ something which is here termed a School Participation 

Grant /Loan. 

/ 

SCHOOL PARTICIPATJION GRANT/LOAN 

A School Partlclpatlc i Grant/Loan (mlntmum and maximum amounts 

-'SI, 

to be determined) would be aw.-^rded to i>n individual or group wishing to 
eetabllsh a private school to enable that individual or group to: 1) further 
plan; 2) lease and renovate a site to bring it up to state safety and health 

t 

regulations; (a formula for determining amounts would need to be determined)' 
and 3) purchase those materials and equipment which a school should start 



with. - * (A formula for determining amounts would need to be determined) . 

An application for a School Participation Grant would consist 
of 8e\eral kinds of materials. These materials would be submitted by 
the individual or group requesting the funds to the Board of Education's 
appointed Committee for Private Schools. The Board Committee would 
forward the materials to the Private School Administrator, who, in turn, 
would forward them to the Ad Hoc Private School Group. 

An application for a School Participation Grant would contain 

« 

the following materials: 

t 

A* A letter of Intent to establish a private school with 
an accompanying statement o£ Intent to comply with all 
state rules and regulations regarding private schools and 
a^l East Hartford Board of Education Open Enrollment rules 
and regulations* 

6« Letters of intent to enroll students in the school signed 
by parents and notarized* 

C. The groups certificate^ of incorporation^ corporate charter > 
and by-laws. 

D. A detailed clear and concise description of the proposed 
school » to include: 

1. name of school 

2. desired location 
3 • administrator 

4* seats available 

5* program goals 

6* major program offerings or curriculum 

7* organization of program 

8* materials used (texts^ AVA» etc*) 

9* administrative organization 

10* educational policies r 

11* anticipated age groups and grade levels 

12. estimate of number of students to be enrolled "in 

the first year 

13* approximate class size 

14* estimated pupil-teacher ratio 

15* qualifications of teachers » administrators and 
othe7 staff 
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16. evalxiation procedures - Internal 

17. student Involvement 
. 18. parent involvement 

19. reporting procedures 

20. physical facilities 

E. A description of expansion plans. If In the first year 

of the school's existence, at least Z of the school's 

spaces can be randomly allocated to pupils whose parent's 
app^y> the school need not expand Its facilities in its 
second year. On the other hand, if, in the school's 
first year all or most of its spaces are occupied by 
children the school selected^ the school must give 

assurances that at least % new spaces will be made 

available the next year to new applicants who would be 
randomly selected if the school were over-applied. 

F. A start-up budget request identifying dollar amounts being 
requested for rent (prior to the school's opening officially) 
renovations, and start-*>up equipment and supplies. 



REVIEW PROCESS 

The Board appointed Committee for Private Schools would receive 
these materials and forward them to the Administrator^^ Private Schools 
and. the Ad Hoc Committee for their review. After reviewing the materials » 
the Administrator and the Ad Hoc Committee would either recommend or not 
recommend funding. In either case, the group requesting the funds and ^ 
the Committee for Private Schools would be notified of the Administrator's 
and the Ad Hoc Group's recommendation. 

If the proposal were not acceptable to the Ad Hoc group (and not 
acceptable to the Committee for Private Schools), the «»roup requesting the 
funds could refine and resubmit the proposal to the Board's Committee for 
Private Schools and the process would be reinst.ltuted . If the proposal 
were again rejected, the proposee could request a hearing with the 
Committee for Private Schools. Rejection at this step would be final. 

ACCEPTANCE OF A PROPOSAL FOR A SCHOOL PARTICIPATION ' f (deemed eligible) 
If the proposal is accepted by the Ad Hoc Advisory Group, the 
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Comoittee for Private Schools, and the Board of Education, the group 

4 

requesting the funds would be notified and funds would be allocated. 
As before > the group receiving the funds would have to submit a final 
report to the Administrator of Private Schools after the participation 
grant had been expended. 

VIOLATIONS 

i. 

If > during the course of a year a private school is found to 
be in violation of the terms of the statement of compliance » the school 
must correct i.ts violations within a specified period or the Board of 
Education will withdraw funds. 
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SECTION V 
COmUNITY SURVEYS 



MAJOR FINDINGS 



Parents expressed favorable opinions regarding the quality of the education 
currently offered in the East Hartford Public Schools . Despite this high level of 
satisfaction, they also indicate substantial interest in, and support for, diversity 
of programs across' schools , and parental choice among schools . Professional 
Staff ^lembers were equally supportive of the need for diversity across schools 
to meet'iridividual pupil needs , but considerably less supportive of parents choice 
of schbols . When asked whether they favored adoption of the program for East Hart- 
ford, of the parents and 38% of the professional staff offered endorsement. 
Younger parents , and staff members relatively new to the system , consistently 
-expressed the most supportive views . 

Increased parental involvement and satisfaction, and greater professional 
staff participation in program planning and budgeting, were generally agreed 
upon as the favorable outcomes to be expected of the program . 

The findings suggested that parent participation will be motivated primarily 
by a desire to remove a child from what the parent views as an unfavorable setting. 
Transfers based on a positive interest in a particular type of program , while 
likely to occur, will not be firequent. The data further indicated thp.t the percent 
of families that will exercise a transfer option may range from a high of 15% to 
a low of 4%. 

There is majority support for the payment of the associated transportation 
costs , with substantial support by parents under 40 years of age . 

Approximately one-half.of the parents, and 40% of the professional staff, 
favor the payment of city funds to private schools for students eligible for 
enrollment in tht^ East Hartford Public Schools . 

I 

I 

On the basis of these findings , the following conclusions are offered: 

1 . That thei e e-^.ists substantial parental support for adoption 
of the proposed expanded open enrollment program . 

I 2 . That there exists moderate but encouraging professional staff 
support for the proposed program . 

/ 

r 

/ 



To gather information on the attitudes of parents and teachers toward the 
proposed Open EnroUment Program , three separate surveys were conducted: 

1 . Brief questionnaires were distributed by mail to nearly all 
homes. of school age children in East Hartford. Approxi- 
mately 8,000 questionnaires were mailed; approximately 

2 . 100 were returned . ' 

2 . A stratified random sample of 406 parents was selected 
for personal interviews in their homes . The sample of 
.p^trfjnts was selected from the rosters of students' in each 
school in proportion to the total number of children 
enrolled in each grade . Two hundred and nine interviews 
were conducted. An additional 165 parents hud moved, 
were out when the interviewer called at the home , or 

were otherwise unavailable. Thirty-two parents refused to ^ 
participate in the interview. Before each iiiicrview , a 
brief written description of the proposed Open Enrollment 
Program was presented to eadh parent. 

3. A detailed questionnaire, generably comparable in content to 
the parent interview , was distributed through the school 

1 ail to administrators , supervisors , and all 776 teachers. 
Four hundred and eighty-one were completed and returned. 
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The data gathered in each of these three activities , while processed antf 
analyzed separately , are presented in a topical format. The attitudes of parents 

i 

and teachers toward particular issues are reported jointly . Data derived from the 
open-end6d response items have been synthesized, and are' presented with the 
item data. 

All findings discussed are the opinions expressed by the identified portion 
of the sample responding. The percent of response , .the low refusal rate of parents _ 
(15%) , and the consistency of the demographic findings lead the investigator to 
conclude that the samples in the parent interview (N=209) and teacher question^ 
naire (N=481) are representative of the populations polled. The questionnaires 
mailed to 8,000 families were not expected to produce returns representative of 
the population . Rather , they were intended to gather information from , and to 
encourage participation by , a; broad a sample of parents as possible. Interpre- 
tation of these data have been made with this limitation in mind. 

Quality of Education 

An important influence on parental attitude toward the adoption of the pro - 
posed program are the degree of parents , general satisfactioh^ith tne East Haitford 
Public School System— their perception of the quality of education their children . 
are currently receiving. 

Three quarters of the parents expressed the opinion that the quality of edu- 
cation in the East Hartford Public School U excellent. Nearly 90% felt Jthet their 
child was doing about as well in his present school as he would do in any other 
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school in East Hartford. It is important to consider the following data in light of ' 
this very high level of parental satisfaction . T^iere is no need expressed foi: 
substantial change: therefore endorsement of a proposal for change would not ' 
be expected to eUcit the level of support thtt would be expected under different 
circumstances. " ' . ' . 

Diversity Among Schoo ls 

The views of parents and teacher^s pn the need for diversity of programs 
and schools , to best meet the particular needs of every child , were explored in 
several items. .There was substantial agt-eenie'nt C74%> by both g^roups that a com- i 
munity should have a variety of types of schdbls 1 so that each child can attend one 
with e program best suitecl to his needs. For. parents , age of respondents was an ' 
important factor j. with 91r-o of those between '20 and 30 years of age expressing 
support. Eighty six percent of the principals (including vice principals) \ and 
83% of those teac' -rs^n the system less than five years also endorsed this concept 
bf ^ffe,rent types of schools . There was .also recognition by approximately one 
half of both the professional staff and parents that there«exists at present seme con- 
si'derable differences among the schools in East Hartford , and that these differences 
may. make it worth tne effort to send a child to a school other than his present one. 



-I 



Clearly both parents anc! professionals are supportive of effort to provide 
diversity of educational offerings throughout the school system. Whether diversity 
among schools, in addition to within schools, should be encouraged is less clear. 
Two-thirds of both groups felt that diversity can be achieved within a school, 
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with no need for a child to go to a different school for a different program . This 



latter position is cbnt^radicted more often than it is supported by additional data* 

t • • 

it may be that additional program information (particularly for parents) will alter 
this position . 



Parental Choice ' ^ 

/ 

Parents and staff expressed a clear commitment to a variety of educational 



progranis ; the next concern in the poll was for^the role of parents in the selection 
of a progx'am best suited for their child. 4wo-thirds of the parents and 59% of the 



principals endorsed the concept of parental choice of school , while only one-half 



of the teachers concurred. Younger parents expressed the highest level of support . 
When asked about the adoption of parental choice of schools for East Hartford, 



parental and principal endorsement declined to between 60 to 65%, while teacher 
endorsement dropped to 38%. Eighty-one percent of the parents under thirty 
falrored the program for East Hartford. The highest percentage of endorsement 



(47%) among the teachers was from those in East Hartford less than five years; 
least support (34%) came from those with over ten years in the system. Consistent 
with this finding, one quarter of the teachers (and nearly one quarter of the'prin • 



cipalsWd vice principals) indicated that regardless of the name, this is a voucher 



program, and therefore "no good." This group' of approximately 25% seenjS to 



signal hard core opposition , with opinions that may not be changed easily . Only 



eight percent of the newer teachers expressed this view , in contrast to 27% of those 



with more than 10 years experience in the system. 
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Differences are found in the professional staff support for 1) a variety of 
types of schools to meet the needs of all children (73%) , 2) the concept of parental 
choice of schools (49%) , and 3) parental choice in East Hartford (38%) . A variety 
of factors contribute to those differences . 

The only one clearly expressed is the belief, expressed by more than half 
of the staff, that educational decisions to be made by parents in the proposed program 
are better made by educators . Two-thirds of the most experienced teachers exprea- 
sed this position. The criticisms most frequently offered by the professional staff 
centered on this point. Among the many comments^ parents are not knowledgeable 
enough: they will make the wrong choice; they will make choices for the wrong 

t 
<♦ 

reasons; they will be too emotional in their decisions . Parents seemed to be wiell 
aware of the limits on the information they have in making educational choices for 
their chilcren. Ninety-seven percent said that they would like to have descriptions 
of the programs in all of the East Hartford Publlo Schools . Nearly as high a percen- 
tage also indicated that if they were considering a transf^r for their child, thej-- 
would want to talk with someone who knew the educational programs in East Hartford. 
The expressed preference was to meet with a member of the school department for 
this purpose . 

Possible reasons for this limited support by the staff for parent choice in 
East Hartford include issues of job security , lack of understanding of the program 
as proposed , expectations of undesirable outcomes , and the increased pressures 
anticipated if the program is adopted . However , no accurate sorting out of these 
factors is possible at this time . 

ERIC • • . 



Potential Impact 

The prolessional staff was asked a series of questions on the potential outcomes 
if the program were adopted. A majority felt that substantial differences among the 
schools would increase , and that principals and teachers would^'have an increasing 
role in program planping and budgeting within their schools . Also recognized as 
a desifable result was an increase in parental participation and parental satisfaction. 
One-third to one-half of the staff also cited increased student achievement (32%) , 

r 

Student satisfaction (43%) » and a general elevation of the quality of education (30%) 

as expected results^ 
I 

Among the negative outcomes predicted by the staff were "Madison Avenue" 
type promotion (71%) . and unhealthy competition among schools (57%>. A slightly 
higher percentage of principals predicted these same unfavorable outcomes. 

A substantiat portion of both parents (73%) and professionals (58%)- recog- 
nized that a key feature of the program was the consumer role that it extended to 
parents in allowing a choice of schools . Younger parents were most perceptive and' 
supportive of this aspect of the program . Directly related are the responses of 
this aspect of the program . Directly related are the responses on the iriipaci of the 
allocation of funds based on enrollment Over 40% of parents and staff felt that 
this would make educators pay more attention to parents* requests, while approxi- 
mately 30% thought that it may make some schools better tha*! others . 
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Pupil Transfers 

A substantial majority (69%) of parents felt that they have been kept well 
informed about what is happening in their child's school. An equally high pro- 
portion stated that they would consider changinT their child's school only if they 
felt he WAS not doing well in his present school. This coupled with the high level 
of satisfaction with the East Hartford Public Schools , would indicate that while 
interest and endorsement of the program is high, active participation would 
be somewhat lowe^?'; The speculation is supported by the finding that 77% of the 
parents thought that even though they could select their child's school, they would 
probably keep him in his present school. However, of those between 20 and 30 ; 
years of age, only 49% indicate such satisfaction with the present school. Fi\^e 
percent indicate that they probably would transfer their child, and 18% said that they 
would consider changing their child's school. Generally consistent with those 
figures are the reports of 13% who would iransfer their child to almost any other 
school if they had the opportunity . 

These data combine to suggest that parental choice will be exercised pri- 
mariiy because of dissatisfaction with a present program ♦ rather than an interest 
in selection of a particular school or program. This hypothesis is supported when 
the responses on the quality of education in East Hartford are compared with these 
on an Item asking parents whether they would move their child next year if they 
had the chance. Of those parents who agreed that the quality of education in East 
Hartford are compared with those on an item asking parents whether they would movtf 
their child next year if they had the chance. Of those parents who agreed that the 



quality of education in East Hartford was excellent (75% of the sample) , only 15% 
stated that they would move or at lea^t considerc moving their child. However, for 
the parents who did not agree that the quality of the education was excellent (25% 
of samp^) . nearly one-half (44%) stated that they would move or consider moving 
^eiv child. Of this 25% dissatisfied jyith the quality of education, nearly one-third 

would move their child to almost any other schdblif ^hey had the chance. 

') 

Transportation , 

On the verj^ important issue of transportation , a majority of the parents and 
a near majority of the professional staff agreed that the additional transportation 
costs associated with this program would not be a waste of money . A very dramatic 
difference by age of parents is seen: 7^% of parents between 20 and 30 years of - 
age felt that this would not be wasteful; 59% of those between 30 and 40; and 40% 
of those between 40 and 50 . 

Nearly two- thirds of the parents (64%) and a clear majority of the sta»f (57%) 
expressed the opinion that even if a child is close enough to walk to one school, 
if his parents choose to send him to another better suited to his needs , transporta- 
tion should be provided. A breakdown by age of parents , comparable to that shown 
above, was found. 

\ 

Private Schools ^ 

The issue of payment by the city to l^l^^yate schools of a sum equal to the cost 
of educating a child in the East Hartford Public Schools drew a mixed reaction- 
Forty-eight percent of the parents expressed support for such payment , as did 
40% of the staff. 



74 



Note: The ♦hree questionnaires used, with responses to all items , are appended. 
The cross tabulations of items are separately bound and available for 
jj^ inspection in the offices of the East Hart|prd Board of Education. 
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SECTION VI 
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 



/■ 

t 



75 



CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

On the basis of the information gathered during the course of 
the analysis » it is possible to draw some general conclusions about the 
feasibility of Expanding East Hartford's Open Enrollment Program* While the 
Administration considers the three Open Enrollment Policy actions presently 
before the Board compatible with current Board policies and administratively 
feasible to implement, it also recognizes that there are several specific 
conc^^s relevant to aucK an expansion of policy which have not yet been 
met«. The Administration therefore recommends that certain program components 
developed during the feasibility stage be implemented as logical extensions 



of current policy regarding transfers, but that Implementation of other 
components developed during the feasibility stage be deferred* 

A* TRANSFERS 



School capacity and enrollment projections demonstrate that 
transfer requests can be extended. Therefore, the Administration intends 
Co utilize the developed procedures in administering present policies. 

Specif ically, the Administration would: 

* indicate to parents, through comprehensive written 
descriptions, the alternative educational programs 
offered in Bast Hartford; 

* assist East Hartford parents wishing to exercise the 
transfer option to fully understand the choices 
available to them and the processes that they would 
follow in order to enroll their children in non- 
attendance-area schools « (Under present policy, 
the pax:^nt would remain responsible for the phlld^s 
transportation to the school out of his attendance- 
area) ; 

* afford the district's teachers the same information 
on educational programs and transfer procedures that 
are enjoyed by parents and students. As presently • 
administered, teachers would have the option to 
request transfers each spring for the coming school 
year. 



B. FURTHER STUDY - TRANSPORTATION, BUDGETING, LEGAL ANALYSIS 

The Administration recognizes that the areas of transportation 
and budgeting require fv-ther study, and therefore, proposes that there be 
a simulation stage prior to the Board decision on implementation. 

During the simulation stage, computer programming and simulated 
operations would be undertaken to provide the Board with a better under- 
standing of the problems which might be encountered during implementation. 
Information gathered ^^uring the simulation stage would make it possible 
for the Board to make an informed final decision on the feasibnity of 
the tabled policies. 

Further study is also needed to ascertain the legality and 
desii^sbility of including private and parochial schools in the proposed, 
program and for t -.e development of procedures which would guide such 
inclusion. 

The Administration therefore recommends that the Board authorize 
the Superintendent to seek funds from the National Institute of ' Education^ 
to further study and simulate operations where appropriate during the 
1974-1975 school year. It also recommends that the Board engage in 
community discussions during the early fall of 1974 with a target date 
of January 1, 1975 for making a final decision in regard to applying 
for an operational grant. 

i 

Project Director: Dr. Eugene A. Diggs 

( Superintendent of Schools 

/ 

Project Coordinator: Frances Klein 
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Consultants 
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Enrollment Projection: 
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TRANSPORTATION STyPY ^ 

POLICY EXTENSION 

Public Act 122 ' 
Legal Questions and Answers 

CQ MMUNITY SURVEYS 

Gross Mailing Questionnaire and Results 
Parent Interview Flash 'Card 
Parent Interview Letter. Questionnaire & Results 
Teacher Interview Flash Card 
Teacher Interview Letter. Questjonnaire & Results 
Survey by TEPS Committee of EHEA 

PRESS RELEASES FOR COMMUNITY INFORMATION 
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PART a 

PROJECT APPROVAL INPORM^JIOH 
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EXTENDING EAST HARTFORD PARENTS* 

CHOICE OF SCHOOLS: Feaslbtllty Analysts 

Part \i\ - Section B - Budget Categories 

Proposed Budget 

I . Personnel 

t. Full Time Personnel 

a. Coordinator, 3 months @ up to 1400 $4,200 

b. Secretary, 3 months, @ up to 700 2,100 

2. Part Time 

a. Census takers, 9 \5c per name per 

house 2,400 

b. Staff Assistant/Business, .5 time 

for 3 months $ $850 per month 1,275 



I I . Consu I tants 

1. For school capacity study, 10 days @ up 

to $100 1 ,000 

2. For community survey, 20 days @ up to 

$100 2,000 

3. For community Information survey, 60 

days @ up to $100 6,600 

4. For transportation analysis and planning, 

14 days @ up to $100 1,400 

5. For legal analysis and advice, 60 hours 

@ up to $50 per hour 3,000 

6. For budget development, 7 days § up to 

$110 700 



III. Fringe Benefits (10^ of employed personnel 

salary) 750 



IV. Travel 

1. In-district @ .12 a mile 1.200 

2. Out-of -d i str let for personnel of 

district and consultants 5>50O 



V. Equipment Rental (Computer and office 

equipment) 4,500 



VI. Supplies 1,500 



VII. Contractural None 



TlTsn 



$14,700 



1 750" 



$ 6,700 

$ 4,500 
$ 1.500 



o 
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Part Mi " Section B - Budget Categories (conttnucd) 



VIII* Construction None 
IX. Other 

1. Individual School grants for teachers 
and principal planning $2.00 for 
11,469 pupils in East Hartford Public 
Schools) 22,938 

2. Duplicating and printing 8,500 



X. Indirect Charges 

10% of direct costs, cost sharing not 

included In total 6,956 



$ 6,956 



TOTAL (excluding X) $69,563 



ERIC 



82 



I 



u 



"r 

X 

i 

I 

u 

s 



u 



CTi 

< 



I i 



\ 1 





1^ 




no 























I 



NO 



I 



LA 
CTi 



o 

Ui 
Ui 

X 

< 

u 

o 



< 
u 

UJ 

g 

u* 

I 

o 

X 

o 

u 
Ui 



r 6 

4: 



\ 

o 

'5 



I 

<J0 



LA 



U 
Ui 

O 
Of 

a. 

UJ 
X 
H 

& 

Ui 

u 



q: 
o 
u. 

o 

Ui 

o 

Ui 
Ui 
X 

o 

X 

u. 

< 

m 
a 

UI 

u. 

u. 

o 

Ui 

«/> 
Ui 

Ui 

o 
o 

m 

I 

U4 
X 

o 
u 

Ui 
(/I 



c» 
o 

6 



< 

2 : 

H I 

UJ r 

o: 1 

o ] 

z ^ 
o 

















3 








U 




c 












0 




X 








c 








«0 




-c 










e 


in 




O 




o 


c 




Q) 




"D 








< 


in 




O 


t 


o 


CO 


•M 




u 


c 


0) 


0 


u 








o — 


o 








to 


0 O 






i 






O C 








f 






L. 




ID 




a. 


u\ 






0) 




0) 


\0 



iA 



i 

6 

I 



I 



ERIC 



83 

PART IV - PROGRAM NARRATIVE 

EXTEND ING EAST HARTFORD PAREfiTS' 
CHO i CE OF SCHOOLS : Feas i b I U ty Ana I ys i s 



BACKGROUND 

The East Hartford Public Schools currently operate under the following 
policies of the Board of Education regarding transfer of pupils from one public 
school to another* transportation, and calculation of student tuition charges: 

TRANSFERS 

"A parent of a student In the East Hartford Public Schools may req' ' - t that 
his child attend a school In East Hartford other than the school i., the 
attendance area of their residence. The Superintendent will coislder each 
request. Family circumstances and the student's academic and social devel- 
opment will be considered. The Superintendent may grant such a request 
provided the receiving school has space available based on Its pupil** 
teacher ratio. A student who moves after school starts In September may 
remain in the school of the area from which he has moved upon written 
request by his parents, in both instances* the parent is to assume the 
responsibility for the pupil's transportation." 



TRANSPORTATtON 

"The Board of Education has adopted a transportation policy which provides 
for the transportation of school children in the East Hartford Public 
Schools uilder the following conditions: 

1. Children shall be transporteJ when the student's place of residence 
is in excess of the mileage limit for a given grade level group: 

Kindergarten through Grade 3 - in excess of I mile 

Grades 4-8 - in excess of 1.5 miles 

Grades 9 * 12 - in excess of 2.0 miles 

2. Children shall be transported when conditions along the pedestrian 
walkway to and from school is such as to be unreasonable and 
undesirable. 

3. Children shall be transported where medical conditions indicate 
transportation is justified." 



TUITION 

"A parent, not a resident of East Hartford, or legal representative or 
agency, may request permission to enroll their child in the East 
Hartford Public Schools. The Superintendent may grant permission 
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provided the receiving school has space available based on Its pupil- 
teacher ratio. A tuition shall be charged. Tuition charges shall be 
established annually by the Board of Education. The tuition shall be 
calculated from current school budget minus transportation and bonded 
indebtedness. Tuition for each quarter year shall be paid In advance. 
It shall be the parent's responsibility to provide transportation for 
their child. 

••A high school student who moves ojt of Town after having completed his 
junior year may» upon written requ;.st, be permitted to enroll for his 
senior year without tuition charge provided he maintains a good scho- 
lastic record. A pupil who moves out of Town after the fourth marking 
period begins may, upon written request, be permitted to finish the 
year without tuition charge. In both instances, the parent Is to 
assume the responsibility for the pupil's transportation." 



At Its public meeting on V/ednesday, December 12, 1373, the East Hartford 
Board of Education considered the extension and improvement of these present 
policies related to open enrollment to insure equal access to schools for all 
children. At that meeting, the Board of Education unanimously moved to adopt, 
and then tabled, the following amendments and proposed extensions: 



AMEMDMENT TO TRANSFER POLICY 

Parents of a student in the East Hartford Public Schools may choose to 
have their child attend a school in East Hartford other than the school 
in the attendance area of their residence. The Superintendent of Schools 
would grant such a request provided the receiving school has space avail- 
able based on its pupil-teacher ratio. Where requests to attend a given 
school exceed the space available, students shall be selected on a random 
basis guaranteeing equal access to all. Families with children In school 
as of October I, 1973 shall have preference in attending the school In 
their school attendance area. 

AMENDMENT TO TRANSPORTATION POLICY 

"The Board of Education has adopted a transportation policy which provides 
for the transportation of public and non-public school children In the 
Town of East Hartford, as allowed by statute, under the following 
conditions: 

"4. Transportation shall be provided all students on the above criteria. 
Location of residence within a local school attendance area shall 
not be a factor In determining transportation to the school in which 
the student is properly enrolled, provided that federal funds be- 
c<vme available to cover excess costs of such transportation." 
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PROPOSED POLICY EXTENStOM 

"Public Act No. 122, Connecticut Statutes, enables a Board of Education 
to 'develop and tast education scholarships as a way to amprc>ve the 
quality of education by making schools, both public and private, more 
responsive to the needs of children and parents, to provide greater 
parental choice, and to determine the extent to which (quality and the 
delivery of educational services are affected by economic Incentives. • 

"Therefore, the Superintendent of Schools shall annually calculate the 
cost of education per pupil (K-5, 6-8, 9-12) by dividing the annual 
adopted budget by the public schools average annual enrollment for 
preceding October 1 excluding the costs of transportation, bonded 
Indebtedness, special education, and specific costs of the Board of 
Education. 

"The Superintendent of Schools shall annually make public notice of the 
cost per child. The cost per pupil shall be equal from child to child 
according to elementary, intermediate and secondary levels. He shall 
establish a positive program for Informing parents of the open enroll- 
ment policy of the Board of Education. 

"A description of Individual school programs available In the Town of 
East Hartford shall be published annually. 

"The parents of each child in the Town of East Hartford have the right 
to determine their child's educational pattern, public or private, 
without regard to race, ;COlor, creed, or sex. To effectuate this 
policy parents shall receive an educational scholarship equal to the 
per pupil cost for education, but observing all restrictions of Public 
Act Mo. 122, Connecticut Statutes." 



In tabling these amendments and proposed extensions, the Board of Eo.;catlon 
also unanimously authorized the Superintendent <^'' Schools to seek a grant from 
the National institute of Education (NIE) to develop the administrative regula- 
tions which would be ne-jded to successfully Implement the policy changes. What 
follows, then. Is a de-crlption of the tasks to be performed In the process of 
developing the regulations. These tasks will be related to each of the amend- 
ments and extension considered by the Board of Education. The East Hartford 
Board of Education requests NIE to provide a grant In the amount specified In the 
attached budget to support a feasibility analysts. 
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The attachments at the end of this proposal contain considerable descriptive 
detail about the educational programs, enrollments, and capacity of the East 
Hartford Public Schools, as well as a copy of the relevant Connecticut statute. 

PROPOSED TASKS 

I . Transfer amendment : 

Parents of a student in the East Hartford Public Schools may choose to have 
their child attend a school in East Hartford other than the school in the 
attendance area of their residence. The Superintendent of Schools would 
grant such a request provided the receiving school has space available 
based on its pupil-teacher ratio. Where requests to attend a given 
school exceed the space available, students shall be selected on a 
random basis guaranteeing equal access to all. Families with children 
in school as of October 1, 1973 shall have preference in attending the 
school in their school attendarxe area. 

To develop the administrative rules and regulations necessary for the implemen- 
tation of the Board's transfer amendment, the administration of the East Hartford 
Public Schools must provide en authoritative study of pupil capacities and pro- 
jected enrollments of the schools of the community and must develop an efficient 
and effective system for allowing parents to apply to the schools they feel would 
best meet their children's educational needs. This system would be on a seats- 
available basis and assure parents of equal access to a school of their choice. 

The East Hartford administration proposes to estimate as accurately as possible 
the capacity of present facilities, to project pupil enrollment by grade for the 
period 197^-79, to develop a readily understandable and totally fair application 
and admissions procedure; and to gauge comtnunity attitudes regarding the expansion 
of this transfer policy. 
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1 1 . Transportation emendment ; 

The Beard of Education has adopted a transportation policy which 
provides for the transportation of public and non-public school 
children In the Town of East Hartford, as allowed by statute, 
under the following conditions: 

4. Transportation shall be provided all students on the above 
criteria. Location of residence within a local school attend- 
ance area shall not be a factor In determining transportation 
to the school In which the student is properly enrolled, pro- 
vided that federal funds become available to cover excess costs 
of such transportation. 

Careful planning of an efficient pupil transpcrtation system Is an essential 
ingredient for Implementing a program designed to provide parents with greater 
freedom of choice over the kind of school they wish their children to attend. If 
the plan provides for the safe and expeditious transporting of children, some 
parents may wish to transfer their children to schools outside of their regular 
attendance area. It is important to note that this transportation plan will avoir 
any so-called 'forced bussing.' In developing such a plan, the East Hartford 
administration will require the services and assistance of technical transporta- 
tion experts; 

a. ) to determine accurately East Hartford's present and projected transportation 

costs; 

b. ) to use survey data on the kinds of educational choices parents may make 

under the Board of Education's proposed policy; 

c. ) to investigate current federal transportation policies; 

d. ) to determine the availability of federal funds to carry out the Board's 

proposed policies, without additional costs to the East Hartford Board 
of Education's budget; and 

e. ) to determine the effects of any energy sl^crtage on the present as well 

as the proposed transportation poHcics d<" the Board of Education. 
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* ^ ^ • Ppl icy Extension Under Connecticut Statutes ; 

Public Act. No. 122, Connecticut Statutes, enables a Board of Education 
to "develop and test education scholarships as a way to Improve the 
quality of education by making schools, both public and private, more 
responsive to the needs of children and parents, to provide greater 
parental choice, and to determine the extent to which quality and the 
c^elivery of educational services are affected by economic Incentives." 

Therefore, the Superintendent of Schools shall annually calculate the 
cost of education per pupil (K-5, 6-8, 9*^2) by dividing the annual 
adopted budget by the public schools average annual enrollment for 
preceding October 1 excluding the costs of transportation, bonded 
Indebtedness, special education, and specific costs of the Board of 
Education. 

The Superintendent of Schools shall annually make public notice of the 
cost per child. The cost per pupil shall be equal from child to child 
according to elementary, Intermediate and secondary levels. He shall 
establish a positive program for informing parents of the open enroll- 
ment policy of the Board of Education. 

A description of individual school programs available In the Town of 
East Hartford shall be published annually. 

The parents of each child In the Town of East Hartford have the right 
to determine their child's educational pattern, public or private, 
without regard to race, color, creed, or sex. To effectuate this 
policy parents shall receive an educational scholarship equal to the 
per pupil cost for education, but observing all restrictions of 
Public Act No. 122, Connecticut Statutes." 



The major reasons for the Board's proposed expansion of parent choices are 
that different pupils have different educational needs, that pupil needs do not 
necessarily follow regular school attendance lines, and that parents of pupils 
are aware of their children's differences and eager to take them into account In 
choosing a school. In order to aid families In matching educational programs to 
their children, parents must be appraised of the educational choices available to 
them. Published information on varlr»iis programs and schools must be clear, 
concise, and accurate. The administration of the East Hartford Public Schools, 
therefore, proposes that each of the public schools within the district receive 
a planning grant so that teachers and principals can develop clear and concise 
descriptions of their educational offerings. 
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Because the proposed policy expansion of the Board of Education must be 
consistent with Connecticut statutes, it will also be necessary to obtain pro- 
fessional legal analysis and advice on Connecticut laws in relation to these 
policies, particularly of Public Act 122. In addition and since, if executed, 
the proposed policy would make it possible for East Hartford parents to enroll 
their children in certain private schools (within the restrictions of Connecticut 
statutes), the school administration must contact private school representatives 
to ascertain the extent of their Interest regarding parti :ipat ion under the 
proposed policies. Thereafter and with legal assistance, the administration 
roust develop specific rules and regulations related to such private participation. 

The expanded policies currently before the Board of Education require, 
before administrative implementation, 

a. ) the development of per-pupil cost figures; 

b. ) the creation of a program for informing East Hartford parents of the 

proposed policy expansion and the school choices It makes possible; and 

c. ) the development of accurate and easily comprehended descriptions of 

school and educational program choices. 
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PART V 
ASSURANCES 

The Applicant hereby assures and certifies that he wit! comply with 
regulations, policies, guidelines, and requirements including 0H9 
Circulars Nos. A-87, A-95, and A-102, as they relate to the applica- 
tion, acceptance and use of Federal Funds of this Federally assisted 
project. Also the Applicant assures and certifies with respect to 
the grant that: 

1. it possesses legal authority to apply for the grant; that a 
resolution, motion or similar action has been duly adopted or 
passed as an official act of the applicant's governing body, 
authorizing the filing of the application, including all 
understandings and assurances contained therein, and directing 
and authorizing the person identified as the official represent- 
ative of the applicant to act in connection with the application 
and to provide such additional information as may be required. 

2. It w:ll comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of ]S6k 
(P.L. 88-352) and in accordance with Title VI of that Act, no 
person in the United States shall, on the ground of race, color, 
or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied 
the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination 
under any program or activity for which the applicant receives 
Federal financial assistance and will Immediately take any mea- 
sures necessary to effectuate this agreement. 

3. It will comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 196* 
(*2 use 2000d) prohibiting employment discrimination where (l) 
the primary purpose of a grant Is to provide employment or (2) 
discriminatory employment practices will result in unequal 
treatment of persons who are or should be benefiting from the 
grant-aided activity. 

k» It will comply with requirements of the provisions of the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisitions Act of 
1970 (P.L. 91-646) which provides for fair and equitable treat- 
ment of persons displaced as a result of Federal and f«»derally 
assisted programs. 

5. It will comply with the provisions of the Hatch Act which limit 
the political activity of employees. 

6. It will comply with the minimum wage and maximum hours provisions 
of the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act, as they apply to 
hospital and educational Institution etoployees of State and 
local governments. 

7. It will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from using 
their positions for a purpose that is or gives the appearance 
of being motivated by a desire for private gain for themselves 
or others, particularly those with whom they have family, 
business, or other ties. 
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Part V - Assurances (conttnued) 



8. It w!tl give the grantor agency or the Comptroller General 
through any authorized representative the access to and the 
right to examine all records* books, papers* or documents 
related to the grant. 

9. It wilt comply with all requirements Imposed by the Federal 
grantor agency concerning special requirements of law, 
program requirements, and other administrative requirements 
approved In accordance with Office of Management and Budget 
Circular No* A-102. 
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ATTACHMENTS 



I. Public Act No. 122, Connecticut Statutes 

I i . AFOC El igible for Title I 

ill. Connecticut State Department of Education Report 
on Minority Enrollment and Staff 

IV. Housing and Enrollment Report, 197^-1975 

V. Education l»rograms, 1 972-1973 

VI. ESEA Title I Programs, 1973-1974 

VII. Report on Federal Programs 

VIII. Connecticut Standards and Procedures for School 
Approval 

IX. Statistical Survey, East Hartford, 1970 Census 

X. East Hartford Annual Report 

XI. Recent News Article - East Hartford 
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PROCESS INFORMATION 



Material Sent to Central Administration* 
Material Sent to Educational Council* 
Material Sent to Guidelines Committee* 
Material Sent to Total Staff and/or Parents* 
School Description Format 
Monies Allocated to Schools 
Consultants 



* A selection of Materials sent 



EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 
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Karch 1, 1974 

TO: Cenural Administration - Open Enrollment Project 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Minutes of Staff Meeting, February 25, 1974 

I. Capacity Study : 

A. Ground Rules: 

Certain areas such as Industrial Arts, homemaking, media centers, 
etc. - should be excluded because they are not "holding areas" and 
a safety factor is Involved. 

No consensus for ground rules was established. Dr. Plotkin was 
asked to develop them by Wednesday, February 27, 1974 and to present 
them to the A & S meeting on that day. (see attached form) 

B. Process: 

Mrs. Klein suggested that an opportunity be given to the A & S group 
to discuss Dr. Plotkin *s suggestions. Then a formula be established, 
and forwarded to NESDEC prior to their coming. 

C. Projected time line for NESDEC: 

NESDEC is planning to come on Friday, March 8th and Monday, March 11th. 
Principals will be advised of their coming, and two (2) selected Central 
Staff members (to be decided) should accompany them. Complete report from 
NESDEC is expected no later than April 11, 1974. 

II. ' Update ; 

A. Research and Design on Transportation and Community Survey. 

Mr. Cur tin, Mr. Grasso, and Mrs. Klein will meet with Mr. Cahill from 
Heuristics, Inc. re: Transportation. Mrs. Klein will meet with Mr. Cahill 
re: Community Survey - (Both to occur on Tuesday, February 26, 1974.) 

Mr. David Mandel, Ms. Ellssa Feldman, Mr. Donald Richard and Dr. Diggs 
will meet on Community Survey on Wednesday, Febroai-y 27, 1974 at 4:00 P. M. 

III. Budgetary Process : 

A. Mrs. Klein distributed guidelines for the Budgeting Procedure for the 
Feasibility Analysis Project. They were accepted and will be discussed 
on Wednesday, February 27th at the A ^ S Meeting. 



FK/ejd 
3/1/74 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLIHENT PROJECT 



March 1, 1974 



TO: Central Administration - Open Enrollment Project 

FROM: Fr^mces Klein 

iToject Coordinator 

RE: Staff Agenda - Monday » March 4, 1974 @ 8:45 A. M. 

Dr. Diggs Office 

AGENDA 



I Update 

A* Transportation 

B. Parent Survey 

C. NESDEC 

D* Personnel .5 Business Office 

E. Staff - Committees 

F. Budgeting 

6. Legal Advice 

II Rand Corporation 

III Questions and Answers 

A. What criteria are we going to apply to determine go 
no go? 

IV Recap 

V Partial Setting of Agenda for March 11, 1974 



FK/ejd 
3/1/74 
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PARENT SURVEY - February 27 » 1974 



Present: R. Cunningham 

E. Diggs 

F. Klein 
D. Mandel 
D. Richard 

Decisions: 



I. Consumer Research 



A. Parent knowledge of: 



C. 



1. Programs at schools now 

2. Special Offerings in schools now 

Parents perceptions of schools 
Parents judgements of schools 



This information will be given to the schools to which it pertains 
to assist the staff in developing the second phase of its tasks - 
describing programs and organizational patterns that it would like 
to institute. 

D. What does the community presently know about open- 
enrollment (parent choice) , 

E. How does the community feel about parent choice - 
later date. 

F. Consideration of personal interviews as a process 
pending - F. Klein, D. Mandel and R. Cunningham will 
design the instrument and meet with the committee to 
review and complete a final draft on Thursday, 
March 7, 1974 from 11:30-1:30. 

F. Klein will write a cover letter due March 7th. 

Circulation, collection analysis may be handled by 
Mr. Ray Vail. 

Tentative time line: 



1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
S. 
6. 
7. 



Concern: 

ERlCPK/ejd 
""■3/1/74 



First instrument draft reviewed - March 7, 1974 

Sfci^ond instrument draft accepted or adjusted - March 7,1974 

Envelopes -larger § smaller processed - March 8, 1974 

Circulated - March 11, 1974 

Back-up letter - out - March 14, 1974 

Data in - March 19, 1974 

Processing - March 22, 1974 

Analysis - April 5, 1974 

Interpretation Q Reporting - April 12, 1974 
Compiled into Feasibility Analysis - April 19, 1974 

Feedback to schools - ? 

Feedback to A § S Group - prior to board presentations. 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 

March 6, 1974 

TO: Central Administration - Open Enrollment Project 

FROM: Prances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Minutes of Staff Meeting Monday, March 4, 1974 



Absent: E. Grasso and R. Vail 

Transportation : W. Cur tin and F* Klein will speak with Mr. Charles Saunders from 
the Connecticut Co. and Mr. David Lovell, Educational Coordinates suggesting that 
they develop a transportation model/s and estimate the t3tal cost and the per pupil 
cost. 

Basic Assumptions to be considered : 

1. 15% of each schools population will be bussed to the furthest point. 
Mr. Curtain will provide the following: 

1. Total number of students which comprise 15% of each schools population including 
parochial and special education. 

2. Total distance in miles from each school to the farthest point. 

Update for Parent Survey F. Klein. In reference to Heuristics » Inc. the committee 
wanted clarification of: East Hartfords obligations in "Support and supervise data 
collection activities"* and delineation of indirect costs at 74%. 

In reference to NESDEC* F. Klein reported that capacity information regarding con- 
straints and designs have been submitted to Dr. Murphy at NESDEC. NESDEC will be 
visiting East Hartford, Friday, March 8, 1974 and Monday, March 11, 1974. 

Mr. Hey reported that he and Mr. Costello have been interviewing the .5 Business 
Manager. Mr. Costello indicated that budget procedures have been established for 
the project. 

Regarding Legal Advice : Dr. Diggs, Sam Leone and Frances Klein will meet with 
Attorney Russell Post, on Friday, March 8, 1974 at 11:00 a. m. in Dr. Diggs Office. 

Fran Kl^^.n noted that Mr. David Mandel will be in touch with Mr. Vail regarding the 
base data for Rand Corporation. 

Questions and Answers 

The Committee will address its thinking at a further date to the question 'Vhat 
criteria are we going to apply for go or no go?" 

Mr* Hey wanted to insure that people who were released from school to work on the 
project were not being penalized for personal or sick days. Mr. Costello will work 
with personnel and accounting on this. 
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Mr. Leone again expressed a concern on public relations. Mrs. Klein indicated that 
a brochure would be given to the entire staff, she has spoken with Mrs. Pat Seremet 
and has an appointment with Mr. John Daly from Kupper /Grant on Tuesday, March 5, 1974 
at 2; 30. 

Meetings with various principals and their selected staff have already begun. 
Purpose: To develop a brochure of Questions and Answers He: Expanded Parental 
Choices. F. Klein. 

Art Michals asked: Will teachers also have the option to transfer available to 
them? 

Must everybody apply or can people apply if they want to? Answer: people can apply 
if they want to by a time designated, not everybody must apply. 

Payment of Teacher Personnel working on the project, can they be paid $7.00 per hour 
for evening work on the project and on Saturdays? It was agreed that $7.00 per hour 
on Saturdays would be paid, but not for evenings. A number of alternate suggestions 
were offered: 

1. Released time during school for informal coffee meetings. 

2. Dr. Diggs suggested two, one-half (1/2) professionsl days in March 
to work specifically on this project. 

Allocations of funds for trip s: 

Possibly four trips to Washington is envisioned at this time. 

Allocation of funds for trips to Alum Rock: It was suggested that F. Klein contact 
all principals to submit names of staff members who are most influential in their 
buildings and to consider sending a limited number of them to Alum Rock with 
specific questions to be answered - followed by a written report on their findings. 

A short discussion followed on such items as: 

Transfers - now & after - how often - etc. 
Application and administration procedures 
Squatters rights 
Etc. 

It was recommended that on March 11, 1974 an all day meeting with Denis Doyle, 
Ola Clarke, Elissa Feldman and Donald Richard be held to discuss these issues with 
the Central Administration - Open Enrollment Project Staff. F. Klein will 
coordinate. 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



March 19, 1974 



Central Administration - Open Enrollment Staff 

Frances Klein 
Project Coordinator 

Minutes of Meeting Monday, March 18, 1974 8;45 Dr. Diggs Office 



In the discussion of NESDEC*S enrollment projection it was indicated 
that we need enrollment projection by grade for each school. Dr. Plotkin 
will contact NESDEC in regards to this matter. 

Mrs. Klein distributed the task analysis on the Community Survey to 

be done by Heuristics, Inc. It was agreed that we conduct the survey in 

this manner. 

In consideration of personnel going to Alum Rock three proposals 
were considered: 

1. The Director along with the Transportation Director 
and Teachers from Alum Rock be flown to East Hartford 
and meetings would be scheduled for the appropriate 
staff to meet with these people. 

2. That an Administrator along with selected teachers be 
sent to Alum Rock with specific questions to be 
answered and a complete detailed report be written and 
disseminated to staff. 

3. To use the Telelecture system for conducting question 
and answer sessions geared to the needs of a variety 

of personnel. The Telelecture takes one week to install 
and costs $47.00 to install. It costs $74.00 for two 
months (minimum) and all calls will be at the going rate. 
This information was obtained from Mr. Rober*. Shea at 
the Hartford Office of the Southern New England Telephone 
Company. 

Regarding the transportation study provided by Educational Coordinates it 
was felt that another meeting with David Lovell was in order. That meeting 
is scheduled for Thursday, March 21, 1974 at 11:00 in Dr. Diggs Office. It 
was further suggested that Dr. Plotkln contact NESDEC and that Fran Klein 
niake additional inquiries regarding the transportation study. 



TO: 
FROM: 

RE: 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



March 25, 1974 



TO: Central Administration 

Open Enrollment Staff 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Minutes of Staff meeting, Monday, March 25, 1974 

in Dr. Diggs Office* 



I Regarding the transportation study, it was decided that we would 
very heavily consider Educational Coordinates. Ray Vail and 
Frances Klein will meet with Mr. David Lovell to consider 
computerization of this study. 

II The tentative cost factor of the Parent Attitude Sarvey is 
roughly $3,000.00 

III Regarding proposals for Alum Rock visitations it was decided 
that we would use the Telelecture System. Fran Klein will 
coordinate the Telelecture. Also we will allow Mr. Walter 
Thompson, who will be in California on Vf^cation, to visit 
the Sequoia Institute with specific objectives in mind. He 
will be allowed one day payment at one and one-half per diem 
plus transportation costs while in California. The specific 
objectives for him to view will be drawn up by Fran Klein 
and Art Michals. 

IV The question and answer booklet was discussed thoroughly and 
some revisions were suggested. This booklet upon completion 
will be distributed to all school personnel. Schools may 
request additional copies of these booklets as they perceive 
the needv It was suggested also that copies be sent to all 
PTA & PTO Presidents and the Town Council. 

V The projected enrollment by grade and school will be comp7.eted 
by NESDEC and Dr. Plotkin 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROIXMENY PROJECT 



March 27, 1974 



TO: Central Administration 

Open Enrollment Project Staff 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Meeting, Monday April 1, 1974, 8:30 A. M. Dr. Diggs Office 



AGENDA 



I Admissions - Rules and Regulations (attached) 

II Discussion on Dollar Value of Voucher 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



April 11, 1974 



TO: 



Central Administration 
Open Enrollment Project 



FROM: 



Frances Klein 
Project Coordinator 



RE: 



Minutes of Meeting, Monday April 8, 1974 8:45 a.m. 
Dr. Diggs Office 



Admissions - Rules and Regulations were discussed. Mr. Hey suggested 
that the schematic design be altered and a bypass sign be used Instead 
of an arrow under the heading "Option at 1st request". 

It was agreed that three (3) options with rationales be submitted to 
the Educational Council for Open Enrollment on Wednesday, April lOth 
for further input on the Dollar Value of the Voucher. 

Xerox Telecopier procedures for holding discussions with California 
was acted upon. It was agreed we would address various audiences over 
the months of April, May and June. The first participation will be with 
the Administrative Staff of Alum Rock and the Sequoia Institute Staff, 
tentatively set for April 24th or May 1st from 5:00-5:45 P. M. Eastern 
Energy Saving Time. 

Based upon the Appendix C addendum submitted by Mathematica, Inc. the 
committee decided that it would contract with Mathematica, Inc. to do 
the transportation study. They will begin on Tuesday, April 9, 1974. 

After a discussion on Teacher Transfers, it was concluded that Mr. Hey, 
and the principals originally involved ou that committee and a teacher 
which the principal selected would meet on April 10, 1974 at 1:30 P. M. 
in Dr. Diggs office to discuss and develop transfer procedures. 

Discussion on the proposal of School Autonomy also brought a recommendation 
that a meeting with several principals from that committee and teachers 
which they would select would meet with Dr. Diggs on April 10, 1974 
at 3:15 P. M. in his office. 

A three week no-cost extension from April 22, 1974 to May 13, 1974 was 
agreed upon. That extension will be requested in writing today. 

The legal analysis to date was distributed to the members of the committee. 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



April 11, 1974 



TO: Central Administration 

Open Enrollment Project 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Agenda for meeting Monday, April 15, 1974 8:45 a. m. 

Dr. Diggs Office 

AGENDA 

I The Educational Voucher 

II Explanation of differences between Voucher and Internal 
Costs of Operating Schools 

III Update of Architectural and Program Capacities as submitted 
by NESDEC 

IV Brief report on Teacher Transfers 

V Revisions to Admissions and Transfer procedures 

VI Update on transportation 
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EAST HARTFOBD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



April 15, 1974 



TO: Central Administration 

Open Enrcllment Staff 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Meeting, Thursday, April 18, 1974, 8:45 A. M. 

Dr. Diggs Office 



AGENDA 



Dollar Value of Educational Scholarship and 
Schematic Design ^ or Internal Mechanisms for 
Dollar Allocations 



II Staging Process 

III Private Schools 



• 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



April 16, 1974 

TO: Central Administration 

Open Enrollment Staff 

FROM; Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Minutes of meeting Monday, April 15, 1974 8:45 A. M. Dr. Diggs Office 

The concept of the Educational Voucher and its worth and an explanation of its 
•icvelopment and the internal costs of operating the schools was briefly dis- 
cussed. It was suggested that Option III for the Educational Scholarship should 
incorporate K-5, 6-8, & 9--12. Dr. ^iggs will develop a design for both the 
Educational Scholarship and the Internal accounts of the school system, working 
with Option III and its additional components just mentioned. 

Dr. Plotkin reviewed the Architectural and Program Capacities submitted by NESDEC 
and expressed some concerns regarding the results. Dv^ Plotkin will contact 
NESDEC to establisa a meeting time with them and the Central Administration* 
Open Enrollment Staff. 

The Teacher Transfer Committee met with Mr. Hry on April 10, 1974 and discussed 
present policies and recoimnendations for future consideration. Another meeting 
of that committee is set for April 22, 1974 at 1:30 P. M. in Dr. Diggs Office. 

The revisions to the admissions and transfer procedures were accepted and this 
will become our formal recommendation. Fran Klein will coordinate. 

Mr. Curtin reported on his meeting with Dave Lovell from Educational Coui.dinates 
regarding the transportation study, stating that Mr. Lovell had obtained the 
information that he needed. 

Mrs. Klein mentioned that she was interviewing a writer for the report for NIE 
which is one of the tasks for the completion of the Feasibility Study. 

Dr. Plotkin shared with the committee some of the results of the program descrip- 
tions which have been submitted. It wad decided that he would read these and 
assume the major responsibility for coordinating this. 

Mrs. Klein expressed a concern that the teachers involved in writing these 
descriptions had done a fine job and wanted to offer them the opportunity to 
edit their own to enable them to extrapolate some of the material for this brief, 
therefore, a meeting on Tuesday April 23rd at 3:00 P. M. in the Penney High 
School Amphitheater will be held with the principals and the te^i .hers to discuss 
this task. 

The following target dates have been established: 

Program Descriptions Report for NIE 

4/26/74 - Completed 5/1/74 Written 

5/3/74 - Ready for Printer 5/6/74 Rough Draft to Bd. of Ed. 

5/9/74 - Dissiminated to Bd. (final) 5/9/74 Dissiminated to Bd. (final) 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



April 22, 1974 



TO: Central Administration 

Open Enrollment Project 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Meeting, Monday, April 22, 1974 9:15 a. m. 

Dr. Diggs office 



AGEMDA 

I Dollar Value of Educational Scholarship and 
Schematic Design for Internal Mechanisms for 
Dollar Allocations - Dr. Diggs. 

II Update - NESDEC - Dr. Plotkln 

III Private Schools - F. Klein 

IV Task Analysis - F. Klein 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



April 26, 1974 



TO: Central Administration 

Open Enrollment Staff 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Meeting, Monday, April 29, 1974 8:45 A. M. 

Dr. Diggs Office 



AGENDA 



I Review Report on Voucher Dollar and 
Internal and External Networks - Dr. Diggs 

II Consideration of Proposal - F. Klein 

III Private Schools - F. Klein 
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EAST HARTFOl© PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



April 26 » 1974 



TO: Central Administration 

Open Enrollment Staff 

FROH: Frances Klein 

Proje-.t Coordinator 

RE: Minutes of Meeting, Monday, April 22, 1974 9:15 A. M. 

Di. Diggs Office 



Dr. Plotkin discussed his meeting with the representatives 
from NSSDEC and explained the equalization formula for 
determining the capacity of each building. 

Mrs. Klein presented a rough draft on Private Schools 
which was discussed. The suggestions and changes will 
be incorporated in another draft on Private Schools by 
Mrs. Klein to be presented at the next meeting. 

Mrs. Klein disseminated the Analysis of Tasks and Time Line 
for completion. 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 

February 15, 1974 

TO ALL MEMBERS OF THE EDUCATION COUNCIL 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Staff Agenda for Wednesday February 20, 1974 

Meeting at Raymond Library, 9:30 A. M. 

AGENDA 

1« Parents and Students have the right to make educational 
choices (discussion and consensus) 

2. Rationale for Feasibility Analysis Project Coimalttee 
report (attached) «. 

3* Listing of the various components of the Project, Fran Klein. 

4* Consideration of suggested model for program description^ 
Fran Klein (attached) 

3. Projection date for completion of program description 
6. Question and answer period 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



RATIONALE COMMITTEE REPORT 
Perspective: Education Council 

The East Hartford School System has decided to study Open Enrollment 
utilizing the Joint efforts of the total community to expand the 
opportuuity for students to enroll :,n a program best suited to their 
needs and interests • 

Prior to this study schools have made a concerted effort to meet the 
vide range of students^ needs within each building by offering a 
variety of programs. 

On a limited basis options for placement in a school other than in 
one's attendance area are provided with the parents incurring 
transportation costs. 

This project will enable the professional staff to complete an indepth 
assessment of its current programs » consider program improvements, 
and recommend resources for full implementation of offerings. 

The availability of federal funds which can be used without jeopardizing 
present or future system budgets will be explored* 

Note: A system wide rationale for the Feasibility Analysis Project 
will be forthcoming. 



Committee Members; 

H. Jeffrey 

J. Callahan 

G. Dunn 

F- Klein 
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EAST HARTFOBD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
110 LONG HILL DRIVE 
EAST HARTFOKS. CONNECTICUT 06108 



February 14, 197A 



TO: ALL MEMBERS OF THE EDUCATION COUNCIL 

FROM: Frances Klein - Coordinator 
Open Enrollment Project 

RE: 0. S. Hubbard School Program 



Attached is the material which many of you requested from 
Patrick R. Caporale regarding the 0. S. Hubbard School Program. 
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0. S. HUBBARD SCHOOL 



SCHOOL PHILOSOPHY, GOALS and OBJECTIVES (1972-73) 



School Philosophy 

We strongly feel that continuing efforts centered around establishing and 
maintaining an educational environment that fosters an understanding of personal 
responsibility, a sense of trust in others, and a secure willingness to risk and 
explore are important elements of our total school educational program. These 
efforts are frxilitated by opportunities for children to have success through 
involvement, free choice, creative experiences, positive reinforcement, and de- 
velopment of self-esteem. 

School Goals 

In order to facilitate our school philosophy, the following will be our 
1972-73 school goals and objectives: 

To plan extra-curricular pro(?rams for the children to develop pride in 
themselves and in their school . 

Ob jectives 

A. A committee of 3 staff members will be formed to coordinate 
each of the following objectives. 

B. At least 90% of the students and staff will participate in Club 
Day Programs for at least 16 days during the school year. 

C. Students will have an opportunity to assist in developing 
tutorial and service programs. 

D. A student council will be formed with a representative from 
grades K-6 to take an active part in planning school activities 
ixxid policies. 

E. Formalize plans will be developed to insure that Junior Olympics 
Day will be held iu the Spring. 

F. Recognition awarda will be given weekly and monthly at the dis- 
cretion of the teacher, itonthly awards will be given at an 
assembly. 

G. Cleanup and beau t if ic at ion projects will be undertaken by each 
multi-unit. 

H. Each grade level will be responsible for arranging at least one 
assembly during the school year. 

I. The lie vill set up a tentative school calendar to coordinate 
school iCtivities. 

II. To establish an effective communication process throughout Hubbard 
community and school . 

Objectives 

A. Most administrative notices to parents will be bi-lingual 
(Spanish-English) to insure communication. 

B. Parents will be invited to participate in all extra-curricular 
activities. 

C. A bi-monthly publication, including contributions from staff, 
students, community, will be developed and established. 

D. An informal coffee hour will be sponsored by each multi-unit 
at least once during the school year. 

E. Each class will provide time for discussion of student council 
minutes. 

F. Each staff member will with individual maximum effort invest 
zi}]r- interest in one another as unique, worthy persons. 
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III* To foster the total development of the individual as a community member 
through the expansion of the Social Science program to further emphasize 
multi-cultural , ecological and problem solving experience > 

Objectives 

A* To develop awareness of multi-cultural heritages by total school 
involvement in the following holidays; 

1. Sept. 16 

2. Hannukkah 

3. United Nations Day 
4* Chinese New Year 
5* Martin Luther King 

6. American Indian Celebration 

7. Cinco de Mayo 

8. Washington's Birthday 

B. Each multi-unit will learn about different cultures by using the 
centralized multi-cultural learning center and by being responsible 
for establishing one of the centers during the year. 

C. Our children will demonstrate a knowledge of the importance of 
conservation of the world around us as shown by noticeable 
beaut if ication of the school grounds. 

1. The student council will be encouraged to establish a 
beautif ication program supported by the entire school. 

2. The school will develop and establish at least one 
ecology unit for the learning center. 

IV. To increase the child's ability to perceive the world about him by de- 
veloping his aesthetic awareness . 

Objectives 

A. The child will be able to express himself freely in fine arts 
activities without inhibition as determined by teacher judge-- 
ment. 

V» To increase the child's self-awareness by building on his strengths and 
abilities . 

Objectives 

A. Behavior modification will be used to increase successful ex- 
periences 80% of the time. 

B. The tutoring program will be available for students to develop 
their sense of importance and responsibility. 

C. Students who are not functioning successfully will be given an 
ITPA Survey to Identify strengths and weaknesses. 

n. The children will demonstrate an increased ability to express 
themselves as individuals and as group members in class meetings 
as determined by teacher judgement. 

VI. To develop awareness of changing roles and responsibilities of individuals 
as they grow from childhood to adulthood . 

Obj ectives 

A. The staff will develop units of study to present knowledge of the 
physical body and growth and development from birth to death. 

B. The total staff will help the child to develop awareness and rec- 
ognition of one's own behavior pattern. 

C. The total staff will be committed to assisting the child in 
developing growth and skills toward self-responsibility. 
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VII. To continue to develop and implement a basic sequential Pre-School through 
6th grade program in each of the following areas s 

Reading Objectives 

A. Using our progression of reading skills as a base, we will de- 
velop resources for diagnostic and prescriptive purposes. 

B. Criterion skills tests will be used with each child. 

C. A profile sheet will be developed for each child. 

D. A committee will be formed for Items 1 and 3. 

E. Reading materials will be stored in a central location to be used 
as needed. 

F. We will Implement the above providing we have a summer workshop. 

Ma thematic Program Objectives 

A. Using the Fresno materials as a guideline, we will plan and im- 
plement an individualized math program. 

B. Using standard criterion-referenced tests, all children will be 
placed at their instructional level. 

C. Through the use of various instructional media, each child will 
progress in the learning style (s) best suited to him. 

D. Math materials will be stored in a central location to be used 
as needed. 

E. A profile sheet will be kept for each child. 

Language Obj ectives 

A. At least one representative from each multi-unit will serve on 
a committee to establish a sequential oral and written language 
program, to develop criterion language tests, and to develop a 
profile record for each student. 

B. The committee will make a progress report within the first eight 
weeks of school. 

C. Each multi-unit will have one person in charge of organizing, 
storing, and dispensing language materials for their levels. 
These may be checked out and used by other multi-units as needed. 

D. Ordering of -language material will be the responsibility of the 
multi-unit language representatives. 

E. By diagnostic testing, each child will be placed in OLP, Lang- 
uage Distar, Peabody and/or a suitable oral program which will 
be developed. 

p. E. and Healthful Living 

A. A committee including staff and parents will be formed to de- 
velop a curriculum on healthful living. 

B. A committee including representatives from each unit will be 
formed to begin to develop a sequential P. E. program. The com- 
mittee will make a progress report to the total staff within 
the first eight weeks of school. 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLUIENT PROJECT 



February 21, 1974 

TO: EDUCATION COUNCIL 

FROM: FRANCES KLEIN, PROJECT COORDINATOR 

RE: UPDATE ON FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS PROJECT 

The following is a list of the major tasks of the project, a partial delineation 
of sub~tasks, and personnel responsible for monitoring each. 

At the present time, we are refining our sub-tasks and constructing a time line. 

I Transportation : - B. Curtin, assisted by E. Grasso 

A. Gross Cost (K) (1-5) (6-8) (9-12) & (Spec. Ed.) 

B. Per pupil cost 

C. Contract to R & D. - to develop a model - F. Klein 

1. Educational Turnkey Systems 

2. UConn - Bureau of field services 

3. Trinity 

4. CREC 

5. Heuristics, Inc. 

II Capacity Study - NESDEC - E. Grasso & B. Plotkin 

A. Prediction - E. Grasso 

B. Delineate Core Programs - B. Plotkin 

C. Suggestions for Ground Rules - F. Klein 

III Program Description ; 

A. Principals & Staff - vrite what it is now, clearly and 
concisely. 

B. Guidelines for program description - F. Klein 

C. Editing and Compilation - B. Plotkin 

IV Rational e for Feasibility Study to go to all school personnel - F. Klein 
and B. Plotkin 

V Legal Review - Public Statute 122 - S. Leone 

VI Parent Survey - F. Klein 

A. Research design to formulate a model considering: 

1. Questionnaires 

2. Data-collection - Insure consistency 

3. Consider process 

4. Random sampling 



115 



OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 
UPDATE FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS 



PAGE 2 



VII Admissions - E. Grasso 



B. 
C. 



Application design and implement - E. Grasso 
Transfers - E. Grasso 

Budgeting - P. Costello - E. Grasso would give him the 
necessary statistics. 



VIII Public Relations 

A. Building level - Informal sessions - Principals & Staff 

IX Computer Data - R. Vail i M. Leinwand 

X Collecting, Verifying, Packagiag - Central Administration 

XI Obtain information from previous feasibility projects - F. Kle; 
will contact: 

Denis P. Doyle 
Ola H. Clarke 
Ellssa Feldman 
Donald Richard 

and schedule a meeting for the first week in March. 

XII Central Administration - Open Enrollment Project Personnel wii: 
every Monday at 8:45 a. m. in Dr. Diggs*s Office. 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



February 22, 1974 



TO: 



EDUCATION COUNCIL 



FROM: 



FRANCES KLEIN 
PROJECT COORDINATOR 



RE: 



Minutes of Staff Meeting on Wednesday, February 20, 1974 at 
Raymond Library, 9:30 A. M. - 12:15 P. M. 



Parents and students have the right to make educational choices . 
J. Goldbaum discussion le<ider: 

After much discussion, the Educational Council agreed that parents do have 
the right to make choices, right or wrong. However, the Educational Council 
unanimously felt that its major professional responsibility to the community 
still rests within the internal networks already established for counseling. 
It recommended the establishment of an external objective advisory group/s. 
The composition of this group, its relationships with existing internal 
advisory groups, and the community must be designed. 

Rationale for Feasibility Analysis - Committee Report 

Mr. George Dunn presented this report emphasizing that it was %n:itten 
specifically for the Educational Council's Perspective. After the discussion 
some recommendations were suggested. (Attached is the revised form). 

Listing of the Various Components of the Project 

Fran Klein discussed this. 

It was suggested that the first paragraph be rewritten. (Attached new form). 
It was also suggested that an update be given on these components (see attached 
sheet). 

Consideration of suggested model for program description 

This will be revised by E. Civittolo, A. Esposito, D. Cohen, A. Michals and 
F. Klein, on Monday, February 25th, disseminated to the group by Wednesday, 
February 27th and discussed and hopefully adopted on Wednesday, March 6, 1974. 

Projection date for completion of program description - not yet established 
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TO: EDUCATION COUNCIL -2- February 22, 1974 

Question and Answer Period 

Mr^ Hey requested that all substitutes hired to relieve teachers for work on 
the Open Enrollment Project go through his office. He also suggested that the 
principal keep his own ledger. 

The following questions were asked but were not answered. 

!• "Must everybody apply or can people apply if they want to?" 

2. "When do we go to the coomunlty?" 

3. **What is a squacters right?" 

4. "Is the description^ what I am doing now or what X am planning to do?" 

5. "What is the time line?" (too much too soon) 

6. "What will the capacity study contain and whf»n will it take place?" 

7. "How do we spend the money?" 

Many of these will be discussed and answered at our next meeting* 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



February 26, 1974 



TO: EDUCATION COUNCIL 



FROM: Dr. Bennett H. Plotkin 

Assistant Superinten^^ent of Schools/Instruction 

RE: Suggested Formula for Study of Pupil Capacities 

The following is a guideline for estimating pupil capacities for 
individual buildings: 

5 SCHOOLS 

Classrooms @ 25 Students per room 
Kindergarten @ 50 students per room 

GRADES 6-8 

Academic classrooms @ 25 students per room 

Art Rooms @ 25 students per room 

Flusic Rooms @ 25 students per room 

Gymnasium @ 50 students per gymnasium 

Homemaking @ 18 students per room 

Industrial Arts § 16 students per room 

The above total would be multiplied by 85% for space utilization 
factor. 

GRADE S 9-12 

Academic classrooms @ 25 students per room 

Art Room @ 20 students per room 

Music Rooms § 25 students per room 

Gymnasium @ 150 students per gymnasium 

Homemaking @ 18 students per room 

Industrial Arts @ 16 students per room 

The above total would be multiplied by 85% for space utilization 
factor. 

There are a number of constraints that we are asking NESDEC to 
consider in this study. They are: 

1. Number of classrooms used for other purposes and times 
per week in use. 

2. Program constraints (science, open, ratios, special 
education - etc. 

3. Plant constraints (example: lunchroom capacity) 
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TO: Education Council -2- February 26, 1974 

Based upon the ideas presented NESDEC will design a formula and do 
the capacity study. 

The time line for this study is: 

NESDEC will be in East Hartford on Friday, March 8, 1974 
and Monday, March 11, 1974. 

Completed report is expected no later than April 11, 1974 



BHP/FK/ejd 
2/26/74 



EAST HARTFOSD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 

March 1, 1974 

TO: Educational Council - Open Enrollment Project 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Educational Council Meeting on Wednesday, 

March 6, 1974 at Raymond Library, 9:30 a. m. 

AGENDA 

I Answering questions which were raised at our 
February 20, 1974 meeting. 

II Questions and Answers 

III Partial establishment of agenda for March 13, 1974 



FK/ejd 
3/1/74 



EAST lIARTFORi; PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
FXTEMDTNG PARENTS* CHOICE 
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Hroupin^s for WorlJshor»s: 




I 



ADMISSIONS 



A. Residents Richts 

B. Continuity Rit^hts 

C. Transfer Rif^hts 
J). Applications 

E. t'rocedures: - how should admissions be handled? 
^lease keeT> in nind the following criteria: 

1. preserve equal access to schools. 

2. do not disturb nei<^hborhood school. 
II TRANSFER S (Student s) 

A. How often? - minimum and maximum * 

3. Process for transfers 

C. Hoiv should money be handled? 



III TRANSFERS (Teachers) 

A. How can we develop a process for matching teachers 
to a Philosophy of own choice? 

IV SCHOOL AU TQ.\'0^<Y 

A. This pro^r-rn states that schools make their own decisions 
and utilize their funds as they deem necessary. 

B. 'Vhat decisions would schools like to be able to make 
that t'aey cannot nake by themselves now? 

V QUESTIO NS AND ANSWER BOOKLETS 

A. Put yourself in the position of staff and outline what 
a brochure s! • -1 look like? 

B. ^ut yourself in the position of a narent or resident and 
outline what a brochure should look like. 



1. 



pro-rated or front-loaded? 



EMCK/eid 
3/13/74 
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EAST HJiETFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
DEPARTMENT OF PUPIL PERSONNEL SERVICES 

SPECIAL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 

EXTENDING PARENT'S CHOICE 
Notes from Workshop - 3/12/7^ 

ADMISSIONS COMIIITTEE REPORT 

la Residents Rjf^hts and Continuity Rights 

S tatemen t - Any child residing in East Hartford is guaranteed 
tEe right to attend the school in his attendance area on and 
after the date he becomes eligible as per state statute* 

II- Transfer Riprhts 

Statement - Any child has the right to request a transfer to 
a school other than the school in his attendance area subj'ect 
on a seats available basis » 

Where requests to attend a given school exceed the space 
available, students shall be selected on a random basis 
guaranteeing equal access to all, 

III. Applications 

Statement - On or before (date) , parents 

must file the approved transfer application form as defined 
by the administrative procedures. 

Transfer applications are obtained and completed in the 
attendance area school, 

(Suggested NCR paper - 5 copies). 

The attendance area school sends the transfer requests to the 
Processing Center. 

The Processing Center does the random selection and notifies 
the schools and parents involved of the final disposition. 
All transfers must be completed by (date) . 

It is recommended the transfer application include several 
options. 



JLG:bl 
3/14/74 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
DEPARTnEKT OF PUPIL PERSONNEL SERVICES 

SPECIiiL EDUCATION DEPARTIffiNT 
EXTEIIDING PARENT'S CHOICE 

ADMISSIONS COmiTTEE REPORT 

I. Residents Ria:hts and Continuity Rip:hts 

Statement - Any child residing in East Hartford is guaranteed 
the right to attend the school in his attendance area on and 
after the date he hecomes eligible for school enrollment. 

II a Transfer Rights 

Statomont - Any child has the right to request a transfer to 
a school other than the school in his attendance area subject 
to a seats available basis » 

Where requests to attend a given school exceed the space 
available, students shall be selected on a random basis 
guaranteeing equal opportunity to all applicants to be selected. 

Ilia Applications 

Statement - On or before ( date) 

must file the approved transfer application form as defined 
by the administrative procedures » 

Transfer applications will be available in all attendance area 
schools and at the i^ocessing Center o 

(Suggested NCR paper - 3 copies) • 

The attendance area school sends the transfer requests to the 
Processing Center. 

The Processing Center does the random selection and notifies 
the schools and parents involved of the final disposition » 
All transfers must be compl-jted by (date) , - 

It is recommended the transfer application include several 
options. 

Committee Members: 

L- Bassow 

Ro Brown 

D. Hall qui St 

Bo Hancock 

Vo MagTPO 

Ro Welch 

Jp Goldbaum, Recorder 

JLG:bl 

Revised 5/20/74 
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EAST BARTFOSD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
EXTENDING PARENTS* CHOICE 



March 14 » 1974 



GROUP II TRANSFERS (STDDENTS) 



When parents enroll a student in a school the term for enrollaent would 



with the process for options In transfers as stated. 

A. Recommend enrollment for one year* 

B. Requests for transfers within the school year will follow a proce&s: 

1. Parents* pupil will be counseled by the School Planning and Placement 
Team in the school In which he resides. If it is mutually agreed 
the student should be transfered the parent would be referred to 

the Town Wide Screening Committee. 

2. The Town Wide Screening Coimnittee (an Impartial group) would 
counsel the parent. 

3. The parent still has the final option for transfer. 



C. 1. Enrollment for a school should be made before March let. 

2. A 102 enrollment fee will be assigned to that school. 

3. If a student is transferred to another school during the year 
the student will be charged lOX (of the total per pupil cost) 

per month of attendance in the school he is leaving. The remaining 
noney will be assigned to the school to which the pupil is transferred. 



Dr. G. R. Scheyd, Recorder 



be: 



Elementary School 

Middle School 

High School 



five (5) years 
three (3) years 
four (4) years 



?K/6RS/ejd 
3/14/74 
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&\ST HARTFOBD PUBLIC SCHCCLS 
£mNDING FASESiTS* CHOICiS 



March 22, 1974 



GROUP II TRANSFERS (STUDENTS) 



When parents enroll a student in a achool the term for enrcllment would 
be: 

Elementary School — Kindergarten - 5th Grade 

Middle School 6 - 8 

High school 9 - 12 

with the process for options In transfers as stated. 

A. RecooBiend tainlniuni enrollment for one year. Parents are encouraged 
to enroll their children for a minimum of one school year. 

B. Exceptions for transfers within the school year will follow a process: 

1. Parents, pupil will be counseled by the School Planning 
and Placement Team in the school in which he resides. If 
it is mutually agreed the student should be transferred 
the parent would be referred to the Town Wide Screening 
Camoittee for processing. 

2. The Town Wide Screening Committee (an impartial group) would 
counsel the parent. 

3. The parent still has the final option for transfer. 

C. 1. Enrollment for a school should be made before March 1st. 

2. A lOX enrollment fee will be assigned to that school. 

3. If a student is trarsZerred to another school during the 
year, the student will be charged lOX (of the total per 
pupil cost) per siontb of attendance in the school he is 
leaving. The rnmair.! ng money will be assigned to the school 
to which the pupil is transferred. 



Dr. G. R. Scheyd, Recorder 

FK/GRS/ejd 
3/14/74 

3/21/74 Revised 
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E^ST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
EKtendlng Parents Choice 



III* Transfers (Teachers) 

A* How can we develop a process for matching teachers to a 
philosophy of own choice* 

1. Agreement exists over present policy regarding 
staff assignments* 

2* Committee recommends: 

a. A list of all staff members requesting a transfer 
should be sent to all principals by April 15th. 

Example: 

The following have applied for transfers: 
Name/Certlflcation/Subject Area/Grade Level/School Requested 

b. A list of all openings as of May 15th should be 
sent to all principals 

Example: 

School Grade/Subject Area 



ERIC 



EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN EMROLXiiEMT PBOJBCT 



March 25, 1974 



GROUP III - TOANSPBRS (TEACHERS) 



A. How can we develop a process for oatchlng teachers to a philosophy 
of own choice* 

The conmittee agreed that the present policy on teaching assignoents 
and requests for transfers is working and thus acceptable. 

The camnittee recoimends suggested changes in the memorandum 
regarding teaching assignments from the Personnel Office. Presently, 
staff gives their first and second choice for assignment. The 
cooBlttee recommends that a third choice be added. However, it 
should be clearly stated that individuals must make three choices 
and these choices cannot be identical. Further, their first 
choice would be honored unless an emergency situation warranted 
a change. 

The cowaittee further reconmended that the Personnel Of fice send 
a list of all school openings to the Principals by April 15th. 
Attached to the list would be a list of all personnel who have 
not been assigned and their preference in terms of grade and/or 
school. 



FK/JJP/ejd 
3/21/74 

3/25/74 Revised 



128 



EAST HARTFOBD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
iBXTEMDING PARENTS* CHOICE 

March 15, 1974 

GROUP IV " SCHOOL AUTONOMy 

A. . The following Is a list of the decisions our schools presently cake; 

?) Grouping 

2) Selection of teaching materials 

3) Evaluation of Students 

4) Structure of the day 

5) Selection of the teachers 

6) Curriculum development 

7) Special placement of students 

8) Release time staff 

9) Bringing in Substitutes 

10) Experimental programs 

11) Assignment of teachers 

12) Selection of Equipment 

13) Selection of Special Area Personnel 

14) Maintenance 

15) Security 

B. The following is a list of decisions our schools would like to be able to 
make that they cannot make by themselves now: 

1) Allocation of human resources 

2) Reporting system 

3) Length of the school Jay 

4) Selection of personnel other than professional staff 

5) Special placement of classes 

6) Special placement of students 

7) Release time staff 

8) Length of school year 

9) Selection of special area personnel 

10) Removal of teacher — not fire 

11) Maintenance 

12) Sectrity 

13) Overtime-' non-certified personnel 



Both elements of A & B exist in the following: 

Special plac<>ment of students 

Release time staff 

Selection of special area personnel 

Maintenance 

Security 



A. J- Picano, Recorder 



FK/AJP/eJd 
3/15/74 
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Dollar Value of Voucher 
Considerations o^ the following plans: 
Plan A 

Gross Dollar budget divided by total number of students 
Plan B 

Gross Dollar budget - debt service - transportation cost divided 
by total enrollment 

Plan C 

Gross Dollar budget - debt service - transportation - (Special Education) 
- Special Placaaitent (tuition - non-public expenditures transportation vs. 
psychological services) div:<^ed by number of total enrollment - Special 
Education students 

Special Education - Definition 



Topical 

Psychological Exam 
Ininerant Speech 
Ininerant Learning ">isabi: 
Social Workers 
Guidance 



Atypical 

Adjustment 
EMR 

Emotionally Disturbed 
TMR 

Learning Disabilities 
Physically Handicapped 
Language Classes 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 

April 1, 1974 

TO: Educational Council - Open Enrollment Project 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Questions regarding Sequoia Institute in Alum Rock 

1* What is its role in the community? 

2. What is its composition? 

3. VJhat are the roles and interrelationships? 
4» What are its interrelationships between the: 

a) Superintendent 

b) Board of T^'ucation 

c) Local Ste.if 

d) Community 

3. Wliat are the decision-making processes between a-*d in number 4? 

6* Mho hires the members of the Sequioa Institute? 

?• What criteria for hiring and dismissing of personnel are used? 

8* How is it funded? (Prof it--non-prof it) 

9* Who evaluates its performances? 
10. To whom is it accountable? 
11 • What services are purchased through Sequoia? 
12* How '^autonomous** is Sequoia? 

13* What system of checks and balances has been instituted if any? 

a) Director and Superintendent of Schools disagree 

b) Director and Board of Education disagree 

c) Director and local staff disagree 

d) Director and community disagree 

14. In what areas has Sequoia experienced difficulties? 
15* In what areas has Sequoia experienced success? 
^ FIC/eJd 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



ANALYSIS OF TASKS 






TASK 




PERSONNEL 


DATE 


Assemble Packets - Interviews: 




L. 


Dickson 


April 19th 


Admissions, Transfers, Design 




F. 


Klein 

J^JLw All 


April 22nd 


Education Scholarship dollar Value 


) 








with Schematic Design of External 


) 


E. 


Diggs 




and Internal Banks 


) 


P. 


Costello 


April 23rd 


Letter to staff re: No cost extension 




F. 


Klein 


April 23rd 


Schematic Design - Organizational 


) 








Structure - Open Enrollment (external ) 








and Internal) 


) 


E. 


Diggs 


April 24th 


Private Schools 




F. 


Klein 


April 24th 


Teacher Transfer 




F. 


Hey 


April 25th 


Sequoia Institute 




A. 


Michals 


April 25th 


Community Survey Completed 




F. 


Klein 


April 25th 


Title I and Comp. Voucher 




S. 


Leone 


April 26th 


ADM 




S. 


Leone 


April 26th 


Verification of Interviews 




Heuristics 


April 26th 


Special Education Report 




J. 


Goldbaum 


April 26th 


Reports from schools 




F. 


Klein 


April 26th 


School Autonomy 




E. 


Diggs 


April 29th 


Composition and Function of Sequoia, 


) 


F. 


Klein 




Board, Director of Privates and Public) 


E. 


Diggs 


April 29th 


Telelecture Series 




L. 


Bassow 


April 30th 


Enrollment Projection 




B. 


Plotkin 


April 30th 


Capacity Study 


) 


B. 


Plotkin 


April 30th 


Program Description (combining seats 








available) 


) 


B. 


Plotkin 


April 30th 


Teacher Survey 




F. 


Klein 


April 30th 


Transfer Form Designed 




R. 


Vail 


May 1st 


Internal Evaluation 




F. 


Hey 


May 1st 


Budget-System Report 




P. 


Costello 


May Ist 


Budget-Accounting Report 




P. 


Costello 


May 1st 


Transportation Report 




W. 


Cur tin 


May 1st 


Legal Analysis 


) 


Post and Pratt 


May 1st 


Teacher Contract interfaces with 








Open Enrollment 


) 


F. 


Hey 


May 1st 


Board Policies - Principals - etc. 




E. 


Diggs 


May 1st 


Proposal 




E. 


Diggs & S. Leone 


May 1st 


Parochial Communications 




E. 


Diggs 


May Ist 


Compilation of NIE Report 


) 








Minus Community Survey 


) 


F. 


Klein 


May 3rd 


Reports of Community and Teacher Survey 


F. 


Klein 








Heuristics 








E. 


Diggs 








B. 


Plotkin 








F. 


Hey 


May 5th 


NIE Report and Proposal to Board 




E. 


Diggs 


May 6th 


NIE Report to Printer 




F. 


Klein 


May 6th 


Finalized NIE Report to Board 




E. 


Diggs 


May 13th 


Information Report to Board 




F. 


Klein 


May 13th 



EAST HARTFORD PUBUC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



May 2, 1974 



Frances Klein 
Project Coordinator 

Telelecture and Telecopier exchange with 
California, 3:30 P.M. - 5/2/74 Penney Amphitheater 



TO; EDUCATIONAL COUNCIL 

Open Enrollment Project 

FROM: 
RE: 

The following people will be at the 
today: 

Mr. Ray Davis 
Mr. Richard Reyes 
Mr. Eugene Guiteiez 
Ms. Marie Marruffo 



California end of our exchange 



Information Disseminator 
(Public Relations) 

Coordinator of Research and 
Evaluation 

Coordinator of Systems Development 
(Budget and Computor operations) 

Coordinator of Parent Information 



Please address your questions to the proper coordinator through our 
moderator Art Michals. 

Thank you. 



FK/ejd 
5/2/74 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 





April 22, 1974 



TO: 



Principals and Supervisors 



FROM: 



Frances Klein 
Project Coordinator 



RE: 



Individual School Grant Monies 



Please forward a short write up in duplicate on how your 
planning monies were spent or on how you intend to spend 
the monies to my office by Friday April 26 » 1974 * 

It is mandatory that we have this information as all monies 
must be requisitioned for encumbering by April 29, 1974, per 
our Grant Officers at the National Institute of Education. 

This information will also enable us to compile our end 
of the project report • 

Your cooperation, as always, is appreciated » 



FK/ejd 
4/22/74 



ERLC 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



March 13, 1974 



TO: Guidelines Committee 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Minutes of meeting February 28, 1974 at South Congregational Church 

Purpose of Meeting: To prepare a question and answer handbook on Open Enrollment 

which would be helpful to administrators, staff and the public* 

Proceedings: 

Mrs* Klein presented the background pertaining to Open Enrollment in terms of present 
East Hartford Board of Education policy, which is as follows: 

1* Under this policy parents of students may request to have their children 
transferred out-of -district with permission from the Superintendent's 
Office provided the parents assume responsibility for transportation. 

2* At present the Board provides transportation for distances beyon' certain 
minima or when conditions are hazardous or when there is a medical or 
physical need* 

3* Persons may request permission to enroll outside of district with tuition 
based on a certain formula. 

4. Parents of students may choose to attend schools other than in their 

areas of residence provided the attending school has space available on 
a pupil-teacher ratio. If requests exceed the space available, students 
will be selected on a random basis. 

Mr. Don Richard, of the Center for the Study of Public Policy, which is a private, 
non--profit cooperating agency with HEW, outlined the circumstances which led to 
the Alum Rock experiment and the experiences of that school system with the voucher 
system. 

In 1970 the OEO sent letters to superintendents of major school districts throughout 
the country explaining the proposed test of the voucher system and requesting inter*- 
ested school districts to contact that agency for further information. 

Alum Rock applied for a feasibility grant in February 1971. It has begun to decentral- 
ize some activities of the school district and felt the voucher project might expedite 
this. Subsequently Alum Rock, which is considered a poor district in an economic sense, 
initiated a pilot program involving six schools and 3,900 children in Grades K-8. Later 
the program was expanded to include thirteen public schools and more than forty "mini- 
school" programs. 

This school district serves the student population of the eastern section of San Jose, 
California, and is known as a fully integrated area. Of the current student population, 
50% are Spanish sumamed, 12% black, and 38% white and other. Thirty-six per cent of 
district fojiilies are on welfare, and pupil turnover runs as high as 30% a year. 
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TO: Guidelines Committee 



-2- 



March 13, 1974 



Under the program adopted by Alum Rock, parents may enroll children in any "Mini-- 
school" in any participating school building with no limit on transfers. District 
policy guarantees children attending a particular building and their younger 
siblings the right to continue attending that building* If a building is over- 
subscribed, a lottery provides all other children a chance for admission* 

Central services, such as psychologists, audio-visual services, and curriculum 
support services are decentralized with voucher schools receiving these funds for 
their individual use* 

It was pointed out that community reaction to the plan was generally positive, 
although a comprehensive evaluation of the project is not yet available* In both 
Fall 1972 and Spring 1973, parents in Alum Rock were 20% more satisfied with their 
schools than a national sample of parents* Mr* Richard pointed out that offering ^ 
parents the opportunity to choose their schools makes for more positive attitudes 
and greater cooperation* 

Three factors probably contributed to the grant by HEW to East Hartford for a 
"Feasibility Analysis: Extending East Hartford Parents' Choice of Schools," 
which began on January 21, 1974* First of all. East Hartford's Board of Education 
policy already provides for a modified Open Enrollment policy. Secondly, the 
elementary schools are to some extent decentralized with some operating under the 
philosophy of Individually Guided Education (IGE); some using team teaching; and 
others a traditional structure* Another consideration was the fact that Connecticut 
has the enabling legislation to permit the voucher system to be put into effect* 

In East Hartford the two basic issues of the grants are; (1) parents^ choice of 
school and (2) transportation provided to the school of choice based on availabilty 
of spaces* The grant provides a sum of $69,563* for the feasibility study, of 
which $22,938* is allotted to the schools* The study will involve: 

(1) Describing clearly what our present program is 

(2) Describing what we would like it to be 

(3) Describing what we would need to implement this program 

Apparently there are wide variations of programs among the elementary schools in 
East Hartford; greater similarity among the middle schools; and high schools being 
almost the same* Under the voucher plan matching children to school programs 
would require the best judgment of parents and professional staff* The Superintendent 
indicated that if the voucher plan is adopted, all the schools in East Hartford would 
be involved — unlike Alum Rock where there was partial adoption of the plan* 

Next meeting: Tuesday, March 5th, at a location to be announced* 

Note: These minutes do not reflect the questions and answers in the order discussed* 
They have been consolidated to gain souie continuity* 

Mae B* Gaines, Recorder 

FK/MBG/ejd 
3/13/74 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



March 1. 1974 



TO: Guidelines Coroaiitee 

FROM; Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Guideline Coraaittee Meeting, Tuesday » Marsh 5, 1974 
8:30-1:45, at Raymond Library 

AGENDA 

1. Dissemination of materials requested. 

2. Discussion of minutes of the meeting. 

3. Discussion of questions and answers proposed at last weeks 
meeting. 

4. Recap of meeting. 

5. Developing future plans 

Substitutes for each teacher will be directly requested from 
my office, in the same manner as the last meeting. If there 
are any changes in personnel attending this meeting, please 
notify my office, extension #227. 



FK/ejd 
2/28/74 

cc - D. Richard 
- All members 



EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



February 20, 1974 
COMPONENTS OF THE FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS PROJECT 

Under an open enrollment system, East Hartford Parents would 
be given an opportunity to select a school outside the boundaries 
of their present neighborhood school which they felt would better 
meet the needs of their children. Acceptance of these requests 
would be contingent upon available st^aces. The school district 
would transport prpils to the schools selected based upon the 
transportation guidelines established. 

In order for an expanded open enrollment system to function 
smoothly: 

1) The total community must understand how such a system 
works and must want it. 

2) Parents must be fully appraised of the different educational 
programs that are open to them. 

3) Parents must understand how to apply to schools. 

4) The district must know where extra spaces do and do not 
exist. 

5) The district must plan a new transportation system. 
The East Hartford Feasibility Analysis is an effort to do 

the things listed above. 

1) The system will be fully explained to the total community. 

2) All East Hartford schools and programs will be fully described 
in writing in such a way as to help parents make choices. 

3) A school application process will be developed. 

4) A school capacity study will be undertaken. 

5) A new transportation plan will be designed. 

In essence, these components are the East Hartford Feasibility 
Analysis Project. In addition to the componeiits mentioned above, 
the East Hartford Board of Education and the Administration will 
investij^ate the availability of federal funds for an expanded open 
enrollment system; (funds which can be used without jeopardizing 
present or future system budgets); investigate PA 122, a recently 
enacted statute of enablinq legislation; and synthesize ♦he results 
of all the data collected into an intcrgrated operational unit. 

FK/ejd 
2/20/74 

2/25/74 Rev. - Edited by D. Hallquist 

F. Klein 

o 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



March 11, 1974 

TO: Guideline Conanittee 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Minutes of Meeting, March 5, 1974 at the Raymond Library 

Proceedings : 

1. Dissemination of materials, as follows: 

a. Minutes of previous meeting 

b. "Extending East Hartford Parents* Choice of Schools: 
Feasibility Analysis" 

c. Education Vouchers : The Experience at Alum Rock 

d. Educanional Organization/Program, East Hartford Public 
Schools, 1973 

2. Discussion of minutes of the meeting 

a. some minor changes suggested 

b. to be recopied and edited 

3. Discussion as to means of disseminating information concerning 
this study. 

a. Community survey to include area residents 

b. Question — do you want information or interaction? 

(1) Answer — both 

(2) Parents, staff, and community should receive adequate 
information. 

4. Comments 

a. If a great majority want a particular type of program, 
would it not be better to change the program rather than 
bus the children? 

(1) Answer — desires of the community determine the mini-schools. 

(2) Must be responsive to consumer needs. 

(a) Danger of trying to satisfy everybody is to satisfy 
nobody. Then the community becomes negative. 

(b) Credibility of schools is low; this might be a chance 
to improve credibility. 

b. Might the money to be expended in this program be better spent 
in upgrading our present programs? 

(1) Programs should be located strategically to avoid 
unnecessary expense. 

(2) Chaimnan hopes this program will be an alliance between 
the professionals and the consumers. 

(3) There is no extra money coming in for program changes 
at the present time, but we can build up some programs 
and eliminate others. 

c. Deadline for this part of study is 4/21/74. Then material 
will be compiled and presented to the staff before it goes 
to the Board of Education. 
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TO: Guidelines Comnlttee -2- ^ 3/11/74 

5* Preparation of Infonnatlonal brochure 

a* Questions were presented by various professional staff meaibers 
earlier were grouped as follows: 

(1) Admissions and transfer 

(2) Financial considerations 

(3) Programs 

(4) General 

(a) Philosophy 

(b) Principles 

(c) Administrative decisions 

(d) Legal problems 

(e) Evaluation 

b. The committee was divided into four sub-committees ^ composed 
of five members each to deal with the above categories of 
questions. 

(1) Each recorder presented the group's answers to the 
questions in their category* 

(2) Questions and answers were passed along to }Sxb. Klein 

for editing and in some cases> more authentic information. 

Adjoummient: 2:30 
Recorder » Mae B. Gaines 



FK/MBG/ejd 
3/7/74 



ERIC 



EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



March 7, 1974 

TO: Guidelines Committee 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Meeting, Thursday, March 14, 1974 8:30-2:00 

at South Congregational Church 

AGENDA 

I Review of Questions and Answers 

II Consideration regarding contents of booklet 

III Answering at this time questions that we can 

IV Recap 

V Planning for next step 



FK/ejd 
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EXTBHBING EAST HARTFORD PARENTS* (mOlCS OF SCBOOLSt 
FSASIBILXTY AKALSTSIS 



'*Pvb2ic Act So. 122, CSonnecticut Statutes, 
enabloa a Foard of Education to 'develop and test 
education st^larships as a vai/ to ie^rove the 
quality of educsation bg making schools, both 
public and private, mxo responsive to the needs 
of children and parents, to provide greater 
parental choice, and to determine the extent of 
which quality and the delivery of educational 
services are affected by economic incentives,' 

The major reasons for the Boards* proposed 
expansion of parent c^ices are that different 
pupils have different educational needs, that 
pupils* needs do not necessarily follow regular 
school attendance lines, and that parents of 
pupils sre avare of their childreta* differences 
and eager to take them into account in choosing 
a school. 



Parsnta under the plan being conaidered would 
ba given choicaa of available prograaa and schools 
based upon availablm seats in a sdiool* 

Teachers will have an integral part in program 
planning and in the spending of funds to support 
their programs* 

nackground - Presently, the Board of Bdaeation 
has a policy of open-enrollmnt. On a limited basis 
options for placement in a school other than one's 
attendance area are provided with the parents 
insuring transportation costs. 

At its public masting on ffedrtesdag, 
December 12, 1973, the Bast Hartford Board of 
Education considered the ex^nsion and improvement 
of these present policies related to open enrollment 
to insure equal access to schools for all children. 
At that meeting, the Board of Education unanimously 
moved to adopt and then tabled amendments and 
proposed extensions to the transfer and transportation 



policies* 

In tabling the naendaenta end proposed extensior^s, 
the Board of Education also unanimously authorized the 
Superintendent of Schools to seek a grant frosa the 
National Xnstitiite of Education (HIE) to develop the 
adodttistrative regulations which would be needed to 
success fullg implement the policy changes. What foUam 
is a delineation of the tasks to be perforaied in the 
process of developing the regulations: 

1, To conduct a capacity study of present facilities. 

2, To project pupil enrollment by grades for a five 
(5) year period, 

3, To develop a fair and miderstandable syst&a of 
application and admissions to various schools. 

4, To conduct a caamnity survey to determine 
community understanding and attitudes towards 
present offerings and towards proposed expansion 
of choices of schools. 

5, 2V> analyse present and projected transportation 
costs as well as the availabilty of federal funds. 

6, Tn develop clear, aoneise descriptions of present 
program offerings, 

7, To legally analyse Public Act, 122 as it relates 
to the project. 



TtiB mxpaaded polieies currently bafore th9 
BoATd of SducMticn require, before edadnistxetive 
iaplemntMtion t 

a. ) the developotent of per^papil cost figures; 

b. ) the creation of a program for informing 

East Hartford parents of the proposed policy 
expansion and the school dtioices it makes 
possible, 

cj the development of accurate end easily 
coa^rehended descriptioi^ of school and 
educational program choices 

d.) legal analysis of the Connecticut Law as it 
pertains to the project. 



Budget Categoric: 



a. 


Personnel 


b. 


Fringe Benefits 


c. 


Travel 


d. 


Equipment 


e. 


Supplies 


f. 


Other * 


TOTAL \ 



$69,563.00 

* $22,983. " of this total represents monies 
given to schools for staff planning. 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBUC SCHOOLS 



Extending Parents^ Choice 




OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



INTRODUCTION 



The major reasons for the Board*s consideration of **Expan- 
gion of Parents* Qioices** and expanding the present limited policy 
of open enrollment are that different pupils have different educa- 
tional needs^ that pupils needs do not necessarily follow regular 
attendance lines and that parents of pupils are aware of their 
children's differences and are eager to take them into account in 
choosing a schooL In 1972, the Connecticut General Assembly 
passed enabling legislation that would allow boards of education to 
develop and test education scholarships as a way of improving the 
quality of education. Taking into account this legislation and the 
current policy of open enrollment, the Board of Education at its 
public meeting on December 12, 1973, considered the extension 
and improvement of the present policies. The outcome of this 
meeting was that the Board of Education voted unanimously to 
adopt and then tabled amendments and proposed extensions to 
the transfer and transportation policies. 

In tabling the Amendments and proposed extensions, the 
Board of Education unanimously authorized the Superintendent 
of Schools to seek a grant from the National Institute of Educa- 
tion to develop the administrative regulations which would be 
needed to successfully implement the policy changes. 

The Office of Economic Opportunity was also looking for 
ways to make education more responsive, accountable, and effec* 
tive, so it commissioned a study by the Center for the Study of 
Public Policy, which in turn recommended that the Office of 
Economic Opportunity f^eld-test the education voucher concept 
-a system under which each school age child receives a "voucher** 
equal to the average per student expenditure in a school district. 
East Hartford, which already operated under a policy of modified 
open enrollment (provided parents insure transportation costs 
out-of-district), was a logical choice for a feasibility study. Further- 
more Public Act No. 122, Connecticut Statutes, provides the 
enabling legislation to develop and test education scholarships as 
a way to improve the quality of education. 



^EXTENDING PARENTS* CHOICE" (Open Enrollment Project) 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
What is "Extending Parents' Choice"? 

A. It is the option for the transfer and placement in a 
school in East Hajrtford other than one*s attendance 
area based upon available space. 

What then would be the Parents* Choices? 

A. A complete set of rules and regulations for admissions 
has not yet been developed. The choices would be: 

1. To allow their children to remain in their present 
school. 

2. To select a school based upon needs of children. 
This would apply where there is space available. 

How wou'd parents know what school to select? 

A. A booklet describing educational programs would be 
available to all parents. School visits and more contact 
between parents and staff would be encouraged. Addi- 
tional resource people would be available to offer 
turtner clarification of programs to parents. 

What would the application procedures be? 

A. An application form and acceptance procedure would 
be developed. 

Would children of families be kept together or would parents 
be able to choose different schools for each child? 

A. Parents may keep their children in the same school or 
choose different schools for their children. 

If a school has more applications than there are seats 
available, how would applications be chosen? 

A. If a school has more applications than seats available, 
students presently enrolled would be guaranteed the 
right to continue through that school. The remaining 
seats wo .id be allocated randomly to applicants. 



traiisferred?^°"^^ a Parent be able to choose to have his chUd 

A' Policies for transfer would be developed during the study 
Major priorities in such policy development would be 
equjil access to all and continuity of learning for the 
student. 

Could parents apply to schools to get a particular teacher? 

A. No. Parents would be applying to schools for programs 
not for mdividual teachers. 

schools?^^^ P^J^centage of parents who might want to change 
A. It is not presently known; the estimate is less than 10% 

TRANSPORTATION 

If I were to apply for a school in East Hartford outside of my 
neighborhood, would transportation be provided for my child? 

A. Yes. if you live beyond the present transportation limits. 

How would additional costs in transportation be paid? 

A. Money to pay for East Hartford's increased transporta- 
tion costs would come from the federal government. 

Could "Extending Parents' Choice" be continued after 
tederal funds for implementation are withdrawn? 

A. The East Hartford Board of Education would not adopt 
any program that it could not sustain independently. 

How would transportation be organized? 

A. One of the tasks cf the "Extending Parents' Choice 
Analysis is to analyze the present transportation 
system and to project transportation costs involved 
m expansion of open enrollment. 

Would transportation be provided for students who partici- 
pate in extra curriculat activities? 

A. These programs are currently being provided for and 
would continue to be provided. 
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ORGANIZATION 

Q. What makes our schools different from one another? 

A. The difference is in the way of teaching not in the 
what of teaching. (Materials, organization and 
approaches make the difference). 



Q. Who would evaluate a child and match his social and academic 
needs to the school programs? 

A. Once a child is in school, the school's staff would be 
responsible for matching pupil needs to programs. 
Pupils would continue to be evaluated as they presently 
are. 



Q. Are our commimications between schools comprehensive 
enough to facilitate students* transfers? 

A. Communication systems would have to be strengthened. 



Q. Would our present cumulative folder transfer sufficient 

information to insure continuity of learning for the students? 

A. No. However, a new comprehensive cumulative folder is 
being developed to insure that sufficient information 
is obtained to enable staff to appropriately procram 
students. 



Q. Would piograms in individual schools be affected by system- 
wide curriculum studies? 

A. The system-wide curriculum studies could develop 
program goals and provide resource information tot 
the mdividual schools. 



Q Who would determine the locality of Special Education CSasses? 

A- The locality of Special Education Qasse^ would be 
determined by the school administration. 



Q. How vvould the needs of the "Exceptional Child" be met? 

A. Schools must follow the provisions of the state law 
for providing services to the Exceptional diild. 

Q. What would happen if conceivably significant numbers of 
children desire to leave a school? 

A. Causes would have to be determined by the staff. 
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Q. Might a teacher choose the school and organizational 

pattern with which he or she would feel more comfortable? 

A. Yes, as allowed by present policy. 



Q. Would pupil-teacher ratio be affected? 

A. Pupil-teacher ratio is presently determined by the Board 
of Education and would be expected to remain the same. 



Q. Would public funds be available to parochial schools in 
East Hartford? 

A. Clarification of Public Act no. 122 is one of the tasks 
of analysis of "Extending Parents* Choice". 



Q. Would public funds be availa'*'e to send children to private 
schools within East Hartford? 

A Yes,.providing such schools met specific criteria of 
eligibility as mandated by law and established admis- 
sion procedures similar to the public schools. 



Q. What provisions would be made for evaluating "Extending 
Parents' Choice*\ if implemented? 

A. An "internal evaluation would be conducted by the 
East Hartford School System and an "extemar' 
evaluation would be conducted by a research firm 
selected by the National Institute of Education. 



Q. Who are the consultants being utilized for the "Extending 
Parents* Choice Analysis"? 

A. Budgeting: William Furry-Consultant-Stanford University 
California 

Community Survey: Heuristics, Inc.-Research Corporation 

Dedham, Massachusetts 
Frances Klein-Project Coordinator- 
East Hartford, Connecticut 

Legal: Post and Pratt- Attorneys at Law-Consultant Firm 
Avon, Connecticut 

Projected Enrollments & 

Capacity Stuuies: New England School Development 

Council - Newton, Massachusetts 

Transportation: Educational Coordinates-Research 
Consultants - Sunnyvale, California 
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DISADVANTAGES AND ADVANTAGES 



What potential disadvantages have been noted by professional 
oi^anizations to the concepts involved? 

1. Some parents might not have the interest or professional 
background to make meaningful choices for their children. 

2. Teachers morale and job security could be affected 
negatively. 

3. Administration of a voucher plan could lead to the 
creation of a new bureaucracy. 

4. Fragmentation of programs could result through the 
influence and demands of various pressure groups. 

5. There is no indication that additional expenditures 
would improve educational standards. 

6. A voucher system could promote segregation by race, 
socio-economic status^ and ability levels. 

7. A voucher system could lead to public support of church 
affiliated schools in violation of the Constitution. 

8. With the introditction of competition between public 
and private schools, the public schools could become 
the schools of last resort. 

9. The competition among educational programs could 
promote hucksterism and lead to false claims by 
educators. 



What are the potential advantages of "Extending Parents' 
Choice**? 

1. Parents would becon e more aware of the existing 
programs. 

2. Parents would have the opportunity to choose between 
a number of diffe»ent educational programs for their 
children. 

3. Schools would feel a greater need to develop methods 
and programs that were in keeping with prevailing 
community irtterests. 

4. More interaction between parents and schools would 
be promoted. 



5. The educational needs of each student, as an individual, 
would be brought into sharper focus by schools and 
parents. 

6. Students motivation to be in a school program more in 
keeping with his needs would be enhance<L 

7. Parents would make a commitment and become a partner 
in the accountability of their child's learning. 

8. Competition could lead to improvement of existing 
programs. 

9. Parents would become more aware of the educational 
dollar. 



Sources: 

Janssen, Peter A.; "Educational Vouchers": American Elducation: 
VI, 1970. 

Megel, Carl J.; & Bhaerman, Robert D.: "Teachers Voice Their 
Opposition"; Compact ; 1971. 

Overlan, S. Francis; "Do Vouchers Deserve at Least a Sporting 
Chance?"; American School Board Journal : 1973. 

SUMMARY 

At the end of the "Extending Parents' Choice'* Analysis rules 
and regulations will be designed and presented to the East Hartford 
Board of Education and the public. 

One might ask, "What role will the community have in deter- 
mining the final adoption of the program?" The community will 
be able to respond to surveys and voice their opinions at open 
hearings which will be scheduled by the Board of Edacation. 



Parents & Staff Handbook Committee 
Prances Klein, Project Coordinator 

3/29/74 
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EAST BARTFOKD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLUfEKT PBOJECT 
110 LONG HILL DRIVE 
HAST HARTFOBD» CONNECTICUT 06108 



Dear 

Enclosed please find a copy of our EXTENDING PARENTS* CBOICE 
Booklet which I would like to share with you and your group. 
Ve hove distributed this booklet as a Handbook for Parents 
and Staff Meaibers. 

If you have any questions that you would like to ask, individually 
or as a group, please do not hesitate to write or call me at 
289-7411 Extension 227. 




(Mrs.) Frances Klein 
Project Coordinator 



FK/eJd 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLUffiNT PROJECT 



March 28. 1974 



TO: East Hartford Public School Staff 

FROM: Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

RE: Extending Parents' Choice - News Release 



Sharing Ideas and outcomes is one of the major considerations 
of our "Extending Parents* Choice" Grant. All East Hartford 
Schools are doing some very outstanding things. 

I would just like to take this opportunity to share with 
you what one of our schools is doing. 



FK/ejd 
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News Itelease 



FROM: EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
110 Long Hill Drive 
East Hartford, Connecticut 06108 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE CONTACT: Mrs. Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator for 
Extending Parents* Choice 
(203) 239-7411, Ext. 227 

EAST HARTFORD, Conn. — Teachers at the Hockanum So tool are attending classes 
at the school in an unusual series of workshops designed to explore new ways for 
teachers and students to share in the learning process. 

The 3^ teachers at the school are participating in four afternoon workshops 
funded under a federal grant and conducted by Dr. Michele Toomey, professor of 
psychology at Trinity College. 

The East Hartford Public School System has a grant of $69,563. from the 
National Institute of Education, an arm of the U. S. Department of Health Education 
and Welfare. The grant provides funds for a study of ways of expanding the parents* 
role in making educational choices for their children. 

Some $22,983. of the grant is earmarked for use at the discretion of individual 
schools in the town. Each school is developing a clear concise booklet describing 
its current programs and its educational goals to provide parents with information 
about the East Hartford School System. Each school may use its funds to explore 
new educational techniques that may be incorporated into its programs in the future. 

Hockanum School Principal Donald Cohen said Teacners at the school decided to 
use the school's share of the grant for workshops centering on the humanistic 
approach to education, an approach which eraphasiaea the partnership of students 
and teachers in the learning process. "This interaction is the key ingredient to 
any program. Teachers here feel a lot of educational problems could be solved if 
teachers, parents and students understood each other's views better." 

In the workshops, teachers are trying to determine how their school functions 
now and how it falls short of or meets their own goals. The workshops center on 
four key areas: how and why authority is wielded; how communication is carried 
out; how and why attitudes and expectations develop among students and faculty; 
and how and why cooperation and competition develops. 

"Teachers in the workshops are asking themselves how student centered their 
school is Pid how adequately the school is meeting the needs of the students as 
persons," ur. Toomey said. 

The author of a soon-to-be published high school text. Social Interaction — 
Shaping Each Other's Lives (Harcourt-Brace) , she explains: "Teachers are teaching 
subjects, but they are also teaching children. A teacher has to worry about the 
curriculum, but ideally, the teacher would like to be able to listen to each 
Individual student's ideas and meet individual needs." 

To help teachers understand what students think about themselves and their 
expectations. Dr. Toomey conducted a survey of 60 seventh and eighth-grade 
Hockanum Students, asking them to complete simple fill-in statements such as 
"I am **i "l wish I were "In the future I hope to be ^1 

Teacners in the workshops studies the surveys and many were surprised with the 
responses of students tfho defined themselves as bored, or ugly or fat, or who wish-* 
ed they were pretty or smarter. Dr. Toomey said. 

ERIC 
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t!ew9 Release Page 2 

One of the things that came out of the workshop was the realization that the 
way kids feel about thesaselves and the way they treat each other are an important 
part of education and should become a Tsajor educational consideration. 

"The Students need to have a good self-iniage* to like each other and to be 
liked » to be enthused about learning and to value learning as well as to value 
each other's rights to be and grow and become." 

One way of improving a student's self-image might be to involve the student 
in group activities where he or she can achieve not by competing with other 
students,, but by working with them and sharing the success of a project » she said. 

"In follow-up sessions after the workshops,, teachers will be trying to answer 
some important questions: How can we become more attentive to individual students? 
What kinds of activities can we develop to provide children with the opportunity 
to work together? What kinds of projects can we develop which will motivate 
students to work together?" 

Follow-up sessions for all teachers are planned this spring and in the fall 
senester, Cohen said. At the session teachers from the various workshops will 
present their findings and continue their search for solutions. 

Frances Klein, Project Coordinator for "Extending Parents' Choics, the study 
group funded by the federal govemraent, said the Hockanum program findings can be 
shared with other schools. "If the staff at Hockanum finds new ways to communi- 
cate and to interact with each other and with the students, they can share their 
ideas with others. They hope to develop constructive ideas for drawing on the 
school's existing strengths and building others." 



FK/eJd 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



May 24, 1974 



Dear Staff: 

I would like to share with you the Feasibility Analysis 
Suniaary Report. 

At the same time, I wc»ild like to say thank you for 
your cooperation because without it this massive study 
could not have been accomplished. 



Sincerely » 



FK/ejd 
5/21/74 



(Mrs.) Frances Klein 
Project Coordinator 
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EAST UARTFOBD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



FEASIBILITY AILUYSIS 
SUMMARY REPORT 

FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS OBJECTIVES 

The following report describes the results of an analysis undertaken 
to assess the feasibility of extending the scope of East Hartford's Open 
Fnrollment Program. The study vFas carried out over a three month period » 
from January 21, 1974 through April 21, 1974, under Grant if NIE-G-74-004, 
from the national Institute of Education. The major purposes of the analysis 
were: 1) to develop the administrative rules and regulations which uould be ^ 
needed to implement several pending Board of Education policies; 2) to 
assess the feasibility and desirability of Instituting these policies in 
the ditskcxct. 

BACKGROmiD 

At the present time, it is the policy of the £a8t liar t ford Board of 
Education to allow parents to request out-of-attendance-area transfers for 
their children before the beginning of the school year. Out~of -attendance- 
area transfers are granted upon the request by a parent to the Superintendent 
and on a "seats available" basis, provided the parent assumes responsibility 
for the pupil's transportation. 

In 1973, the Board recognized that the existing policy was neither 
fully understood nor fully utilized ar.d began to consider the possibility 
that greater parental involvement in ec^ucatlon might significantly improve 
the quality of schooling in the tovm. The Board then decided to analyze 
the feasibility of expanding Open Enrollment. This expansion would give 
parents a greater role in choosing among educational programs and further 
decentralize the district's operations. 
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(Inder three tabled policy actions (two amendments and one extension 
of existing policy) the Board began to consider the adoption of a program 
under which parents could elect to enroll their children in any school in 
the district which had wallable spaces and which had agreed to abide by 
specific Board of Education rules established for the program. The school 
district's administration was to: 1) develop a transfer /admissions procedure 
that wo^ild minimize potential disruption and ensure the "equal access" of all 
students to all schools; 2) assess the feasibility of providing free 
transportation where necessary to make parental choice more meaningful; 
3) investigate the adoption of a per-pupil budgeting system under which money 
would follow children to the schools parents had selected. 

The three pending actions before the East Hartford Board of Education 
deal with the areas of: A. Transfer Policy, B. Transportation Policy, 
and C. Policy Extension under Public Act 122— a Connecticut laxi enabling 
districts to participate in a federally funded "Demonstration Scholarship 
Program". The feasibility analysis report appended to this sumaaary focuses 
on the several tasks the district sought to accomplish in order to establ-' j.t 
a firm foundation for the implementation of each policy action: Establishing 
this foundation was a step required before the overall feasibility of the 
Expanded Open Enrollment Program could be determined. 

OUTLINE OF CONTENTS OF APPEI'DED REPORT 

Section ^ of ':;he appended report provides the background of the 
feasibility analysis. The remaining sections » which are grouped accordltig 
to the three policy actions the Board is considering, deal with the tasks 
that were completed. 

Section II deals with the Issues of transfers. It covers: 1) school 
capacities; 2) projected enrollments; 3) the transfer /admissions procedures 
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developad for students; 4) transfer procedures for teachers; 5) the results 
of the scnool planning process made possible by the Central Administration* s 
allocation of planning grants to all East Hartford Public Schools; 5) a 
suggested information system designed to fully inform parents and school 
district employees about the district's educational programs; 7) an expla- 
nation of school autonomy under the proposed program; 8) an aasessfflent of 
thn attitudes of the c mmunity and professional staff towards the notion of 
an e:kpanded Open Enrollment Program. 

Section III addresses transportation considerations and costs » 
those which presently exist and those which might characterize the proposed 
program. 

Section IV has to do with a policy extension consistent with the 
provisions of PA 122. This section covers: 1) a legal analysis of issues 
related to PA 122; 2) the budgeting process that was considered during 
the analysis, including the formula for determining per-pupll costs. 

As each of th^se areas was studied, it became apparent that more 
Information and further study were needed before the Board could deterraine 
whether or not It was feasible to fully implement an Expanded Open Enrollment 
Program. The report's final section provides the conclusions and recommenda- 
tions reached upon the completion of the study by the Administration as 
described in che report. 

A SUMMARY OF TASKS AND RESULTS CONCERIJING PROPOSED POLICY ACTIONS 

A. TRANSFER AMENDMENT 

The proposed transfer a mdment would allow parents to send their 
children to &,chool8 outside their attendance area on a seats-available basis, 
or, if applicants exceed available spaces, on a random basis chat would 
guarantee equal access to all students. 



o 
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FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS - SUMMARY REPORT (continued) * 

The Administration recognized that In order for an Expanded Open 
Enrollment Program to function efficiently, additional spaces were needed 
in district schools to accommodate new transferees. The District conducted 
a study of school capacities in terms of both program and architectural 
constraints* The study indicated that: 

6 schools could acconmodate 0-50 new transferees; 

6 schools could accommodate 51-100 new transferees; 

7 3chools could accommodate 101-200 new transferees; 
3 schools could accoiamodate 201-plus new transferees; 

In addition to assessing school capacities, the district thought 
it necessary to project future, enrollments for the next several years in 
order to estimate how school capacities would change over the years. A 
report submitted by a consultant to the district indicated that the pupil 
population will most likely continue to decrease during future years due to a 
decrease in single and multi-unit construction and a declining birth rate * i 
the town. It is estimated that the district's student enrollment will decllrie 
approximately 17% over the next five years; and therefore excess capacity 
in existing schools and programs will Increase. 

A third task completed under the grant was the development of 
student transfer-request and admission procedures. A committee of school 
employees established a transfer framework whereby every child would be 
guaranteed the right to attend the school In his/her attendance-area ai«l 
to finish his/her education in the school In which he/she Is currently enrollec- 
Under the procedures developed for an Expanded Open Enrollment Program, a 
student may transfer from his/her attendance-area school at four specified 
times during the year upon a parent's request. Students wishing to return 
to their attendance-atea school will be given preference over new traasfer^cr . 
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FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS - SUMMARY REPORT (Continued) 5 

Just as it is necessary to have clear procedures for student transfers 
in order for an Expanded Open Enrollnent Program to work smoothly » it ia also 
necessary to have clear procedures for teacher-transfers. During the 
feasibility analysis* principals and teachers recommended that teachers be 
allowed to file a separate request form for a transfer to another position 
each spring, ^enever, teachers request a transfer* they would still main- 
tain their present position* unless it had been indicated to them that the 
building principal had requested their transfer. The new building principal 
would interview those teachers interested in vacant positions. 

An integral part of an Open Enrollment Program is the publication 
of individual school descriptions so as to better inform the community 
about education in East Hartford. Through a series of planning grants 
awarded by the Central Administration to individual schools* school district 
personnel met to develop program descriptions. These descriptions were then 
compilfeu m a booklet entitled "Our Schools 1973-1974," which will soon be 
made available to all East Hartford parents and the professional staff. 

The program booklet may serve as part of a general mechanism 
for informing East Hartford residents of the proposed policy expansion 
and the district's educational programs. To assist families in matching 
their children to available programs, school district staff reccsmaended 
the organization of a Parent Advisory Team (PAT) under the direction of 
the Superintendent. PAT would be composed of two bureaus. A Public 
Information Bureau would collect, verify and publish program descriptions; 
collect data from In-house research and evaluation; and arrange visits. A 
Parents Digsemlnatlon Bureau would prepare descriptive materials and visit 
homes to discuss the transfer process with district families. 
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The repcre Alto addrcflsen itaelf to t:;s Isiuo of dtetiitr*llt«eioa/ 
oehool autonoBy under the proposed prosruis* 

Finally, In en effort to Sftuge eosmunity ettitudee regarding the 
expansion of the Open Enrollment Policy, the district conducted a nuuber of 
eurveya. 

After a groaa Bailing, 2,100 of 6,000 parent quest icnnairea were 
completed and returned. In addition to this, 209 (out of a stratified random 
aample of 406) parent interviews were conducted, and 461 (out of 776) 
completed professional staff questionnaires were returned. 

The survey results indicate that parents substantially support 
the proposed program and that the professional staff support it moderately. 
The percentage of families that might decide to exercise the transfer 
option ranges from 4Z to 15Z with most parents being motivated by a desire 
to remove the child from what they view as an unfavorable educational 
setting. Approximately 50% of the parents and 40X o;f the profeasional 
staff who replied favor the payment of public funds to private schools under 
the proposed program. 

B. TRANSPORTATION AtiENDIIENT 

The transportation amendment would expand the dlatrict's present 
transportation system considerably. East Hartford students attending either 
public or non-public schools in the tovm would be transported (subject to 
school district mileage limitations) at no cost to their families under the 
proposed program. 

In an effort to begin the planning required for the adoption of an 
expanded and efficient pupil transportation system, the district contracted 



FEASIBILITY ANALYSIS; - SUMIIARY REPORT (Continued) 7 

for an in-depth transportation study. The primary objective of the study 
was to detemine an estimated additional coat for pupil transportation* 
based on certain assumptions nnd within certain guidelines , under Open 
Enrollment conditions in East Bartford. 

Although the district now spends $176^872. for the transportation 
of students— exclusive of Special Education Pupils — the consultant's report 
on the costs of an expanded system indicated there would be need for a con- 
siderable increase. The transportation costs of students on a grouped basis 
(i.e. from school to school) could vary from $213»000. to $449,000. and up 
to a maximum of $1,000»000. For an individualized transportation system 
(i.e. pick-up near the place of residence) the cost would probably be in 
excess of $3.3 million. The report concluded that it would be feasible for 
East Hartford to operate the necessary transportation system for an expanded 
Open Enrollment Program %ut at an additional cost in excess of the current 
year's operational budget for transportation". 

C. POLICY EXTENSION 

If the district were to institute a policy extension consistent 
with the provisions of PA 122, parental choice would be increased, the 
relation of educational quality to economic incentives could be ascertained, 
and, conceivably, schools would become more responsive to the needs of parents, 
children and teachers. 

Since any policy expansion by the Board would necessarily have to 
conform to state l^w, legal counsel was requested to advise on the pending 
Board extension. It was determined that if the Board did choose to pursue 
a Demonstration Scholarship Program, the program would have to be consistent 
with PA 122. Since certain portions of the Act are ambiguous, counsel 
advised the district to clarify certain legislative issues before proceeding 
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idLth the adoption of the program. These Issues are discussed In the 
report . 

Both the proposed transfer amendment and the provisions o£ PA 122 
make It possible for East Hartford parents to enroll their children In 
certain private schools within East Hartford. Consequently, a study was 
made of the regulations which the Board might adopt If private school 
participation In the program were allowed. 

Finally, the policy extension amendment requires that the 
Superintendent annually calculate the per~pupll cost of education and that 
this cost be equal for all students on each level (K-5, 6-8, 9-12). In pre- 
paration for this task and to better understand present expenditures, the 
district developed a formula i':o reflect per-pupll costs exclusive of those 
funds not assigned to the Individual school. The product of the formula 
would vary between levels (i.e. elementary, middle, secondary) and would 
most likely be the sum which would follow students to schools selected 
by parents under an Expanded Open Enrollment Program. A process was also 
developed whereby the formula product could be divided Into the Instructional, 
fixed cost, and salary equalization dollars for Individual schools. 
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 



On the h&a±a of the Information gathered during the course of 
the aitalysla, it is possible to draw some general conclusions about the 
feasibility of Expanding East Hartford's Open Enrollment Program. Vhile the 
Adminis .ration considers the three Open Enrollment Policy actions presently 
before the Board compatible with current Board policies and administratively 
feasible to implement, it also recognizes that there are several specific 
concerns relevant to such an expansion of policy which have not yet been 
met. The Administration therefore recommends that certain program components 
developed during the feasibility stage be Implemented as logical extensions 
of current policy regarding transfers, but that implementation of other 
components developed during the feasibility stage be deferred. 



A. TRANSFERS 



School capacity and enrollment projections demonstrate that 
transfer requests can be extended. Therefore, the Administration intends 
to utilize ♦■he developed procedures in administering preheat policies. 

Specifically, the Administration would: 

* indicate to parents, through comprehensive written 
descriptions, the alternative educational programs 
offered in East Hartford; 

* assist East Hartford parents wishing to exercise the 
transfer option to fully uxideratand the choices 
available to then and the processes that they would 
follow in order to enroll their children in non- 
attendance-area schools. (Under present policy, 

the parent would remain responsible for the child's 
transportation to the school out of his attendance- 
area) ; 

* afford the district's teachers the same information 
on edu:ational programs and trans;i.er procedures that 
are enjoyed by parents and nt<u!ents. As presently 
administered, teachers would aavs the option to 
request transfers each sp , g for the coming school 




year. 
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The Administration recognises that the areas of transportation 
and budgeting require further study » and therefore proposes that there be 
a siaulation stage prior to the Board decision on implementation* 

During the simulation stage, computer programming and simulated 
operations would be undertaken to provide the Board with a better understand- 
ing of the problems which might be encountered during Implementation. 
Information gathered during the simulation stage would make it possible 
for the Board to make an Infoxmed final decision on th-: feasibility of 
the tabled policies. 

Further study is also needed to ascertain the legality and 
desirability of including private and parochial schools in the proposed 
program and for the develo^>ment of procedures which would guide such 
Inclusion. 

The Administration therefore recommends that the Boax 1 authorize 
the Superintendent to seek funds from the National Institute of Education 
to further study and simulate operations where appropriate during the 
1974-1975 school year. It also reconmends that the Board engage in 
community, discussions during the early fall of 197A with a target date 
of January 1» 1975 for making a final decision in regard to applying 
for ua operational grant. 



Project Director: Dr. 2ugene A. Dlggs 

Superintendent of Schools 



Project Coordinator: Frances Klein 

, EAD/FK/eJd 

O 5/1A/74 
-ERIC 5/22/74 
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SCHOOL 



ADDRESS 



PHONE 



PRINCIPAL 



EAST HAR-^RD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



PROFILE FOR INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL DESCRIPTION 



ENROLLMENT 



GRADES 



STUDENTS 



AVAILABLE SEATS 



PROGRAM GOALS 
A. 
B. 



What is the school doing? 
How Is it achieving its goals? 



MAJOR PROGRAM OFFERINGS OR CURRICULUM 



A. 



Structure 

1. Traditional 

2 . Open 

T F 

4 . Non-graded 

5. Multi-aged 
6» Teaming 



Course Offerings 

1. Regular 

2. Gifted 

3« Remedial reading 

4. College c^redit 
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Profile for Individual School Description 



A. Adaptive Physical Education Program 

B. Social Workers Program 

C. Guidance Program 
Federal Resource Program 

E. English as a Second Language Program 

F* Reading Programs - remedial, corrective and advanced 

Gifted Programs 
H. Health Programs 



A. Trainable Mentally Retarded 

B. Educable Mentally Retarded 

C. Adjustment 

D. Learning Disabilities 

E. Hearing Impaired 

F. Language Class 



SPECIAL SERVICES - that are available 



A, Psychological Examiners 

B» Learning D-^Mabilities 

C. Social Workers 

D. Speech and Language Clinicians 
E« Reading Consultants 

F. Guidance 

G. Health 



C* 



Materials Used 



1. 
2. 
3- 



Books - Texts 
AVA 

Supplementary 



SPECIAL PROGRAMS 



SPECIAL CLASSES 
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Profile for Individual School Description 

EDUCATIONAl. POLICIES 

A* Groupings (heterogeneous » homogenous) 

!• Criteria for grouping 

B» Bomevork 

C* Promotion Policies 

D. Detention 

E , Suspension 



CLASS SIZE 



A* By-<;rade - or Unit 

I. Pupil-Teacher Ratio 

B. By Special Classes 

I. Pupil-Teacher Ratio 



STAFF 



A. Principal 

B. Vice-Principal/s 

C. Head Teacher 

D. Federal Resource Personnel 
E* Aides 

F. Nurses 

G. Specialists - guidance, reading consultants, etc. 



1. Times per week - etc< 
H» Secretary 



STAFF EXPERIENCE 



A* Percentage of teachers teaching 5 years or less. 

B* Percentage of teachers teaching 5 ^ 10 years. 

C. Percentage of teachers teaching 10 years or more« 

D. Percentage of staff turnover last year. 
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Profile for Individual School Description 



STUDENT INVOLVEMENT 



A* During School 

1. Student Goveriment 

2 . Newspaper 

3. Connaunity Service 

4. Other 

B. After School 



PARENT INVOLVEMENT 

A. P.T.A. or P.T.O. 

B. Volunteers 

C. Tutors 
D» Other 



EVALUATION PROCEDURES 

A. Students Performances 

B. Teacher Observation 

C. End of Unit Tests 

D. Criterion Referenced Tests 

E. Standardized Tests 

F. Students** Self -Evaluation 

G. School Planning Teams 

H. Others 



REPORTING SYSTEM 

A. Report Cards <- (How Often) 

B. Conferences - (How Often) 

C. Progress Reports (How Often) 

D. Other 



PHYSICAL FACILITIES 



A» Gym 

B. Multi-Purpose Room 
1. Uses 

C. Library 

D. Media Center 

E. Offices 

F. Playground 

G. Number of stories high 

H. Industrial Arts 
I • Homemaking 

J. Other 



FK/ejd 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 



February 15, 1974 



TO: Principals and Supervisors 

FROM: Frances Klein - Project Coordinator 

RE: Individual School Grants for Teachers and Principal 

Planning 



liriteria for money allocated: 

1. Enrollment f injures of February 1, 1974 minus Special Education 
Students . 

2. Minimum allocation per school of $500.00. 

3. Allotment for Special Services. 



BARNES 


$ 878. 


BURNS IDE 


752. 


CENTER 


1,124. 


GOODWIN 


880. 


IIOCXANUM 


1,634. 


LANGFORU 


800. 


MAYBERRY 


736. 


McCARTIN 


582. 


NORRIS 


686. 


O'BRIEN 


1,484. 


0*CONNELL 


832. 


PITKIN 


972. 


SECOND NORTH 


500. 


SILVER LANE 


672. 


SLYE 


842. 


SOUTH GRAMTIAR 


500. 


STEVENS 


500. 


SUNSET RIDGE 


930. 


WILLOWBROOK 


500. 


WOODLAND 


500. 


SPECIAL SERVICES 


500. 


E. H. H. S. 


3,042. 


PENNEY 


3,042. 


TOTAL 


$22,938. 



FK/ejd 
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BUDGETING 



Vfilliam Furry, Consultant 
Stanford University, California 



CAPACITY STUDY AND 
PROJECTED ENROLLMENTS 



New England School Development Council 

(NESDEC) 
Newton, Massachusetts 



COMMUNITY SURVEY 



HEURISTICS, Inc. 
Dedham, Massachusetts 



LEGAL ANALYSIS 



Post & Pratt, Attorneys at Law 
Avon, Connecticut 



PUBLIC INFORMATION 



Kupper /Grant , Inc. 
Hartford, Connecticut 



TRANSPORTATION 



Educational Coordinates 
Princeton, New Jresey 
A Subsidiary of Mathematica , Inc. 

Sunnyvale, California 



WRITING 



June Linton 
Rockville, Connecticut 
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EAST HARTFORD; SCHOOL CAPACITIES 



The student capacities have been determined for the twenty-five 
public and parochial schools in East Hartford available for the proposed 
educational-scholarship program. Capacities are shown for each school 
(1) in terms of the architectural capability and limitations of the 
building, and (2) in terms of the enrollment potential and constraints 
d- ctated by the program needs of the school. A summary of these two 
t/pes of capacity rating are shown in Table 1. The data from which 
this table derives are shown for the several schools in the tables 
that follow. 

The constraints imposed upon the capacities of the schools are 
both general and spf^cific. The general constraints are three: 

1. Number of classrooms used for other purposes and 
times per week in use. 

2. Program constraints (science laboratories, open classrooms, 
pupil -teacher ratios, special education - etc.) 

3. Plant constraints (example: lunchroom capacity) 
Specific constraints are identified by school level as follows: 

K- 5 SaiOOLS 

Classrooms P 25 students per room 
Kindergarten (3 50 students per room 

Special Education @ 15 students per room 

er|c 1 
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GRADES 6-8 



Academic classrooms @ ^5 students per room 

Art Rooms (a 25 students per room 

Music Rooms @ 25 students per room 

<^nasium @ 50 students per gymnasium 

Homemaking @ is students per room 

Industrial Arts @ 16 students per room 

Special Education @ 15 students per room 

The above total would be multiplied by 85% for space utilization factor. 
GRADES 9-12 

Academic classrooms (a 25 students per room 

Art Room @ 20 students per room 

Music Rooms 25 students per room 

Gymnasium ^150 students per period 

Homemaking @ 18 students per room 

Industrial Arts 9 16 students per room 

Special Education @ 15 students per room 

The above total would be multiplied by 85^ for space utilization factor. 



The capacity tabulations on the individual schools are grouped into 
two categories: 

Group I. All schools accommodating secondary level 
students. 

Group II. All schools accommodating elementary level 
students only. 



o 
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GR OUP I 

Capacities of all schools accommodating secondary- 
level students: 

(85% Utilization Factor applied to Secondary Students only) 



GRADE 




CAPACITY 


REFERENCE 


GROUPS 


SCHOOLS 


ARCHITECTURAL 


PROGRAM 


PAGE 


9-12 


Penny High School 


2752 


2284 


4 




East Hartford High 


2073 


1661 


5 




Alternate High 


75 


41 


6 


6-8 


O'Brien Middle School 


933 


793 


7 




Pitkin Middle School 


605 


475 


8 


5-8 


O'Connell Middle School 


699 


594 


9 




St. Christopher Parochial 


440 


337 


10 




St. Rose Parochial 


350 


272 


11 


K-8 


Center School 


821 


771 


12 




Hockanum School 


984 


900 


13 




Sunset Ridge School 


659 


596 


14 




10391 


8724 
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GEORGE J. PEr'NEY HIGH SCHOOL 



Grades 9-12 
Enrollment 1727 



PROGRAM 
(CONSTRAINTS) 


ARCHITECTURAL 
PLAN 


62 


Interchangeable 


CR 0 25 


155C 


1550 


D 1 


Specialized Spaces (1138) 








4 Art 


0 20 


80 


80 




1 Band 


(3 60 


60 


60 




1 Chorus 


@ 60 


60 


60 




1 Music 


(3 25 


25 


25 




6 Gym Stations 


0 25 


150 


150 




3 Home Economics 


. @ 18 


54 






6 I. A. Shops 


0 16 


96 


120 




2 Drafting 


@ 22 


44 


50 




2 Driver Ed. 


0 16 


32 


40 




12 Science Labs 


@ 24 


288 


288 




3 Type Rooms 


@ 30 


90 


90 




3 Bus. Mach. 


0 18 


54 


60 




3 Bus. Ed. 


0 25 


75 


75 




2 Spec. Ed. 


0 15 


30 


50 


112 


Total Teaching <^ 


tations 








Apparent Total Pupil Capacity 


2688 


2752 




CAPACITY AT 85% 


UTILIZATION 


2284 

. .-I 





Additional Areas 

1 Cafeteria (a 800 

1 Media Center @ 400 

1 Lecture Room P 296 

4 Resource Centers P 25 

1 Auditorium 0 812 
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EAST HARTFORD HIGH SCHOOL 

Grades 9-12 
enrollment 1695 







PROGRAM 


ARCHITECTURAL 






(CONSTRAINT' 


PLAN 


44 Interchangeable CR @ 


Of* 

25 


1100 places 


1100 places 


38 Specialized Spaces 


(792) 






2 Art ^ 


20 


40 


40 


2 Music @ 


50 


100 


100 


6 Gym Stations 0 


25 


150 


150 


4 Home Economies'" 3 (3 


18, 1 9 10 


64 


82 


1 Drafting @ 


25 


25 


25 


5 I. A. Shops (3 


16 


80 


100 


2 Driver Ed 1 @ 


25 1 (3 12 


37 


37 


6 Science Labs @ 


24 




144 


6 Bus. Ed. (3 


25 


150 


150 


2 Spec. Ecf. la 


15 


30 


50 


1 Reading @ 


10 


10 


20 


1 Lecture Rm. @ 


25 


25 


75 


82 Total Teaching Stations 






Apparent total pupil capacity 


1955 


2073 


CAPACITY AT 85% UTILIZATION 


1661 


^ " 

n - ■ . ■■ . 


Additional 


Areas 






1 Cafeteria @ 


340 






1 Auditorium 131200 






1 Media Center 9 


250 







ALTERNATE Hmi SCHOOL 



Grades 9-12 
Enrollment 32 



PROGRAM ARCHITECTURAL 
. (CONSTRAINTS) PLAN 

3 Specialized Spaces 0 16 48 75 

3 Total Teaching Stations 

Apparent Total Pupil Capacity 48 75 



CAPACITY AT 85X UTILIZATION 41 
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O'BRIEN MIDDLE SCHOOL 

Grades 6-8 
Enrollment 752 



PROGRAM 
(CONSTRAINTS) 


ARCHITECTURAL 
PLAN 


24 Interchangeable CR 


? 25 


600 


600 


(Includes 9 Portable 


CR) 






15 Specialized Spaces 


(329) 






2 Art 
2 Music 
2 Home Ec. 
2 I. A. Shops 
2 Gym Stations 
4 Science Labs 
1 Spec. Ed. 


@ 25 • 
@ 25 
0 18 
0 16 
(a 25 
@ 25 
@ 15 


50 
50 
36 
32 
50 
100 
15 


50 
50 

OD 

32 
50 
100 
15 


41 Total Teaching Stations 






Apparent Total Pupil Capacity 


933 


933 


CAPACITY AT 85% UTILIZATION 


793 




Additional Areas 








, (Cafeteria 
(Audi ton um 


@ 250 
(3 450 






1 Lib-Media Ctr. 
1 Learning Ctr. 


0 25 
? 17 







NOTE; Includes 9 portable classrooms, equal to a capacity 
of 225 students. 
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PITKIN MIDDLE SCHOOL 

Grades 6-8 
Enrollment 487 



PROGRAM 
fCONSTRAINTS) 


ARCHITECTURAL 
PLAN 


16 Interchangeable CR 


9 25 


400 


400 


10 Specialized Spaces 


(153) 






1 Art 


@ 25 


25 


25 


2 Gym Stations 


@ 25 


50 


50 


2 Home Ec. 


0 14 


28 


40 


2 I. A. Shops 


{a 8 


1 D 


40 


2 Science Labs 


9 20 


40 


50 


26 Total Teaching Stations 






Apparent Total Pupi 


1 Capacity 


559 


605 


CAPACITY AT 85% UTI 


LIZATION 


475 




Addi ti onal 


Areas 






1 Cafeteria (Gym) 


@ 160 






1 Library 


@ 50 






1 Learning Ctr. 


@ 17 







NOTE; Includes 2 portable classrooms, equal to a capacity 
of 50 students. 



o 
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O' CONNELL MIDDLE SCHOOL 

Grades 5-8 
Enrollment 436 















(CONSTRAINTS) 


PLAN 


20 Interchangeable CR 


9 25 




DUU 


9 Specialized Spaces 


(188) 






1 Art 


(5 25 


25 


25 


1 Music 


0 25 


25 


25 


2 Gym Stations 


(a 25 


ou 


ou 


1 Home Ec. 


{9 18 


18 


18 


1 I. A. Shop 


? 16 


16 


16 


2 Science Labs 


@ 25 


50 


50 


1 Spec. Ed. 


(3 15 


15 


15 


29 Total Teaching Stations 






Apparent Total Pupil Capacity 


699 


699 


CAPACITY AT 85% UTILIZATION 


594 




Additional Areas 






, (Cafeteria 


^144 






(Auditorium 








1 Media Center 


P 30 







SAINT CHRISTOPHERS PA ROCHIAL SCHOOL 



Grades 5-8 
Enrollment 310 



PROGRAM 
(CONSTRAINTS) 



ARCHITECTURAL 
PLAN 



9 Interchangeable CR @ 36 
3 Specialized Spaces (72) 



1 Science Lab 

2 Gym Stations 



@ 36 
@ 18 



324 



36 
36 



360 



40 
40 



12 Total Teaching Stations 

Apparent Total Pupil Capacity 



396 



440 



CAPACITY AT 85% UTILIZATION 



337 



Additional Areas 

1 Multi-purpose Room 

(Includes Gym, Aud.,Cafe.) 
1 Library (3 30 



10 
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SAINT ROSE PAROCHIAL SCHOOL 

Grades 5-8 
Enrollment 258 



PROGRAM 
(CONSTRAINTS) 


ARCHITECTURAL 
PLAN 


o 




240 


240 


2 


Specialized Spaces (80) 








1 Music 0 50 
1 Gym Station 9 30 


50 


80 
30 


10 


Total leaching Stations 








Apparent Total Pupil Capacity 


320 


350 




CAPACITY AT 85% UTILIZATION 


272 






Additional Areas 








1 Multi -Purpose Room 

(Includes Gym, Aud.,Cafe.) 

1 Library @ 30 
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CENTER SCHOOL ( GRADES K-8) 



Grades K-5 Grades 6 

Enroll, 330 Enroll. 238 





PROGRAM 


ARCHITECTURAL 


(CONSTRAINTS) 


PLAN 


10 Self-contained CR (a 25 (Eletn.) 


250 


250 


2 Specialized Spaces 






1 Kindergarten @ 25 per session 


50 


50 


1 Pre-Kindergarten 25 per session 


50 


25 


12 Elementary Teaching Stations 






Apparent Elementary Pupil Capacity 


350 * 


325* 


10 Interchangeable Mid-School CR P 25 


250 


250 


11 Specialized Spaces (171) 






1 Art 0 25 


25 


25 


2 Music 9 25 & 12 


37 


37 


2 Gym Stations . (? 25 


50 


50 


1 Home Ec. (3* 18 


18 


18 


1 I. A. Shop 0 16 


16 


16 


1 Reading (? 25 


25 


25 


3 Portable CR 9 25 


75 


7C 
iO 


21 Mid-School Teaching Stations 






Apparent Mid-School Pupil Capacity 


496 


496* 

■ 


MID-SCHOOL AT 35'i UTILIZATION CAPACITY 


421* 




Additional Areas 






1 Cafeteria (3 240 






1 Media Center (? 35 






2 Resource Ctr. & 12 






NOTE: Total School (K-8) Utilization Capacity 


771* 


821* 



12 



188 





HOCKANUM SCHOOL (GRADES K-8) 






Grades K-5 
Enroll. 392 


Grades 6-8 
Enroll. 417 


PROGRAM 
(CONSTRAINTS) 


ARCHITECTURAL 
PLAN 


15 


Self-contained Elem. CR 3 25 375 


375 


1 


Kindergarten 0 25 per session 50 


50 


16 


Elementary Teaching Stations 






Apparent Elem. Pupil Capacity 425 * 


425* 


17 


Interchangeable Mid-School CR @ 25 425 


425 


6 


Specialized Spaces (134) 






1 Art (3 25 25 

1 Music y CD (CD 

2 Gym Stations 0 25 50 
1 Home EC. (3 18 18 
1 I. A. Shop @ 16 16 


25 
25 
50 
18 
16 

1 vr 


CO 


Mt H-.^r^hnr>1 TPAPhinn ^^A'f'inrt^ 






Apparent Mid-School Pupil Capacity 559 


559* 




MID-SCHOOL AT 85% UTILIZATION CAPACITY 475 * 







Additional Areas 






1 Cafeteria @-£00 
1 Auditorium (& Gym) @416 
1 Media Center P 25 




MOTE : 


TOTAL SCHOOL (K-8) UTILIZATION CAPACITY 






900 * 


984* 








NOTE 


: Includes 10 portable classrooms, equal to a capacity 
of 250 students. 
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SUNSET RIDGE SCHOOL (GRADtSJ^Sl 



Grades K-5 
Enroll. 188 



Grades 6-8 
Enroll. 315 



PROGRAM 
(CONSTRAINTS) 


ARCHITECTURAL 
PLAN 


7 

1 


Self Contained El em. CR 
Kindergarten 


@ 25 
@ 50 


175 
50 


175 
50 


8 


Elementary Teaching Stations 










Apparent Elementary Pupil Capacity 


225* 


225* 




Interchangeable Mid-School CR 25 


250 


250 


9 


Specialized Spaces (174) 










1 Music 

1 Band 

2 Gym Stations 
1 Home Ec. 

1 I. A. Shop 

2 Science Labs 
1 Spec. Ed. 


0 25 
? 35 
0 15 
0 18 

{? 16 
G» 24 
P 15 


25 
35 
30 

16 
48 
15 


25 
20 
30 
18 
16 
50 
25 


19 


Mid-School Teaching Stations 










Apparent Mid-School Pupil Capacity 


437 


434* 




MID-SCHOOL AT 85% UTILIZATION 


CAPACITY 


371* 






Additional Areas 










1 Cafeteria 

1 Auditorium (& Gym) 

1 Library 


@ 140 
(3 200 
20 







NOTE: Total S chool (K-8) UTILIZATION CAPACITY 596^ 



659^ 
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GROUP Ji. 



In detennining the capacities of Group II schools (all schools 
accommodating elementary- level students only), attention was given 
to the following considerations: 



1. Kindergarten classes typically meet for one half 
of the school day, hence one room for 25 actually 
can be considered available and appropriate for 
50 kindergarten students. 

2. Schools with library /media centers have not had 
these rooms included as regular classrooms in 
either architectural or program capacities. 

3. All purpose rooms, gymnasiums, auditoriums and 
cafeterias have not been included as regular 
classrooms in counting architectural or program 
capaci ty. 

4. Architectural capacity is calculated by taking 
all regular classrooms plus those rooms now 
being used exclusively for art, music, special 
instruction, and pre-kindergarten and assigning 
a 25 pupil capacity to each of them. 

5. The numbers listed under program capacity reflect 
the number of children a school could accommodate 
w ithout eliminating special classes, art and music 
rooms (where they already exist), libraries, unique 
facilities such as learning centers, resource 
rooms, and the like. Special education rooms have 
each been calculated as providing space for 
fifteen children. 



A summary of the architectural and program capacities of 
Group II schools is shown on the next page. This summary is 
followed by tables indicating the configuration for each school. 
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GROUP 11 SCHOOLS: SUMMARY OF CAPACITIES 



GROUP 


SCHOOL 


CAPACITY ' 
ARCHITECTURAL PROGRAM 1 


K-4 


Barnes 


500 


450 


K-5 


Burns ide 


600 


530 


K-5 


Goodwi n 


750 


660 


K-B 


Langford 


525 


465 


K-5 


Mayberry 




DUU 


K-5 


McCartin 


400 


340 


K-5 


Norris 


375 


375 


K-3 


Second North 


140 


140 


K-5 


Silver Lane 


525 


435 


K-5 


Slye 


605 


570 


K-4 


South Grammar 


240 


240 


K-5 


Stevens 


375 


300 


K-6 


Wi llowbrook 


275 


275 


K-5 


Woodland 


225 


200 






6085 


5480 
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W ENGLAND SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL . 55 CHAPEL STREET . NEWTON. MASSACHUSETTS. 02160 . (617) 969-1150 



March 12, 1974 

Mrs. Frances Klein 

East Hartford Board of Education 

no Long Hill Drive 

East Hartford. Connecticut 0610a 

Dear Mrs. Klein: 

Enclosed please find enrollment projections by grade along with a 
summary for your school district. Since Special Education students are 
not assigned to grades, they have not been included in the projections; 
in order to obtain an absolute total count, approximately two hundred 
Special Education students may be added to each of the total enrollments. 

During the past five years. East Hartford's enrollment has 
gradually, but consistently declined. The projections indicate a 
continuation of this trend for the next five years and thereafter. 
A decrease in single and multi-unit construction and, more especially, 
declining birth rates appear to be the major reasons for the decline. 
Regarding birth rates, the State Department of Vital Statistics has 
slightly higher totals than does the city clerk because the former was 
able to obtain additional birth data from outside the immediate Hartford 
area. In the case that you may wish to include State birth data in your 
records, the State's totals for each of the years 1960-72 are as follows: 
1085. T!30, 1092. 1151. 1204, 1168, 1221, 1148, 1086, 1106, 1025, 943, 
and 734; the estimated total for 1973 was 620. 

Even with the opening of Grade 5 at St. Christophers School in 1972, 
the combined enrollments at St. Christopher and St. Rose Schools has re- 
mained relatively stable for the past five years and has not exerted any 
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March 12, 1974 
Mrs. Frances Klein 
Page -2- 



undue influence upon public school enrollments. A similar assumption has 
been made for the parochial grades K-4 and 9-12 since these data were not 
provi ded . 



We are pleased to send you these projections as one benefit of your 
NESDEC membership and hope that they may aid your future planning. We 
also extend to you our best wishes for the remainder of the school year. 



Sincerely, 

Kenneth F. Durant 
Research Associate 



KFD/sc 



cc: Dr. Eugene Diggs 

Superintendent of Schools 
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ENGLAND SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL .SS CHAPEL STREET. NEWTON. MASSACHUSETTS. 02100. (617) 968-1 ISO 

PROJECTION MEMORANDUM 

The enclosed projections were compiled pHwarlly by utilizing the cohort- 
survival method whose major assumption is that what has happened In the past 
will continue to occur in the future; that is. given the number of live births, 
the net effect of all other influences on enroUfsents will remain proportion- 
ately the same. A major change in any of the major influences of enrollments, 
e.g. the closing of a parochial school, the opening of a large apartment or 
condominium complex, the closing or relocation of a large factory or industry, 
etc., may have a marked effect upon enrollment projections if such changes were 
not known at the time the projections were made. 

Because projections *are dependent to a great extent upon births occurring 
five and six years prior to entering kindergarten and first grade classes re- 
spectively, complete (k-12 or 1-12) projections for all elementary grades cannot 
be made for greater than a five- or six-year period. Consequently, the printout 
or summary page either contains a zero (0) or a series of blank spaces when such 
a time period has been reached. 

Projections can serve as a u:>eful guide to a school administrator for 
educational planning. In this regard, the enclosed projections are generally 
most accurate and reliable when they are closest in time to the current year. 
Thus, next year's projections may be considered the most reliable, the following 
year the next most reliable, etc., up to a five-year period. 

Projections are somewhat less reliable six to twelve years hence— such 

projections during this period may continue to serve as a guide but should also 

be used with greater caution as they are less stable during this more distant 

time period. 
ERIC 
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NEW ENGLAND SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL . 55 CHAPEL STREET. NEWTON, MASSACHUSETTS. 02160. (617)969-11 



SCHOOL DISTRICT EAST HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT QA',t MARCH 1974 



SUMMARY OF GRADE PROJECTIONS 





K-8 


9-12 


TOTAL* 








1973-74 


7763 


3501 


11264 








1974-75 


7512 


3492 


11004 








1975-76 


7237 


3479 


10716 








1976-77 


6945 


3377 


10322 








1977-73 


6502 


3337 


9839 








1978-79 


5977 


3292 


9269 








1979-80 




31 5P 










1980-81 




3005 










1981-82 




2881 










1982-83 




2713 










1983-84 




2651 











♦Total does not include Special Education students. 
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NEW ENGLAND SCHOOL DEVELOPMEN T COUNCIL . 55 CHAPEL STHIE T • NEWTON. MASSACHUSETTS, 02160 . (61 7) 969-116 

April 29. 1974 



Dr. Bennett H. Plutkin 

Assistti.t Superintendent - Instruction 

East Hartford Public Schools 

110 Long Hill Drive 

East Hartford, Connecticut 06108 



Dear Dr. Plotkin. 

In response to your »^uest, the followimj survival ratios 
were utilized in t:oi»tp11ing the projections sent to the Board 
of Education in March. 



Span 




Ratio Used 


Since 1 


Birth to Kindergarten 




.740 


0. 


Kindergarten to Grade 1 




1.008 


3;.. 


Qi aile I to Grade 




.966 


o; 


Grade 2 to Grade? J 




.9C4 


0% 


Grade 3 to Grade 4 




.997 


2:: 


Grade 4 to Grade b 




.8S7 


7 


Grade 5 to Grade C 




.9/0 


Grade 6 to Grade V 




1.001 


2.' 


Grade 7 to Grade '6 




1.003 


6:: 


Grade 8 to Grade 9 




1.102 


- 2,; 


Grade 9 to Grade 10 




.943 


6:; 


Grade 10 to Grade 11 




.937 


- 1% 


Grade 11 to Grade 12 




.878 



For the most part, the survival ratios have been reasonably stable 
for the past five years. Indeed, since 1971-72 three survival ratios 
were between 6-7.: v^hile others weife 3.: or less. 

If you desire additional information, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 



Sincerely, 

Kenneth F. Durant 
Field Services 



KFD/mb 



REPORT ON THE SEQUOIA INSTITUTE 



The information contained in this report was obtained in 
interviews vith the staff of the Sequoia Institute, a researcher from 
the Rand Corporation, and the Superintendent of the Alum Rock Public 
Schools. It should be noted that some of the information and conclusions 
were not supported by all of the people interviewed* While there were 
no major disagreements among those interviewed, the manner in which they 
defined situations sometimes varied. No attempt has been made in this 
report to delineate these differences. In essence this report is an 
assimilation of all the information obtained regarding the Sequoia 
Institute, its internal organization, functions, and relationships to 
tne Alum Rock School System* 

BACKGROUND AND HISTORY 

The Sequoia Institute is a private non-profit organization 
which was formed to assist communities in the development and implementation 
of innovative educational programs. The Alum Rock Public Schools contracted 
with the Sequoia Institute to Implement the Voucher Program for a period 
of twn (2) years with an option to continue for a third year. 

When the Alum Rock schools were studying the feasibility of the 
Voucher concept, it was determined that the implementation of this project 
would require additional administrative and supportive staff ♦ Basically 
there were two alternative ways of obtaining the needed manpower. The 
schools could create new positions and hire individuals to fill these 
positions or they could ask outside agencies to submit bids and subsequently 



award a contract for the needed personnel and services. On the 
recommendation of the Superintendent > the Board of Education chose to 
contract the services from an agency external to the schools and the 
Sequoia Institute of Sacramento > California was awarded the contract* 
The reasons for choosing this option were: a. A basic tenet in Alum 
Rock^s definition of the Voucher System is that it should produce the 
decentralization of the schools and therefore make each school more 
responsible to the needs of the community; to implement the project 
by expanding the Central Administrative bureaucracy would be contrary 
to the decentralization concept. Obviously some functions had to be 
centralized but it was felt chat clearly defining these functions and 
locating them in an external organization would restrict bureaucratic 
growth, b. Theoretically, this form of organization also promotes 
greater objectivity and autonomy in the implementation process. Since 
the staff of an external agency would have fewer formal and informal ties 
ro the schools, they would be able to deal more objectively with the 
evaluation of programs, and the dissemination of information to parents, 
c. Finally, the use of an external agency allows greater flexibility should 
the project be terminated or should alternate forms of organization be 
developed. In essence, it is easier to not renew th^ contract of an 
external agency than it is to terminate the contracts of individual 
employees. 

In general, it is obvious that the Central Administration has 
been pleased with this type of organizational structure. While the 
performance of the Sequoia Institute has justified its existence, there 
have been a number of problems. The majority of difficulties will be 
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discussed in detail in subsequent sections of this report; however > two 

will be mentioned now because they relate directly to the Sequoia Institute's 

position as an external agency* 

During th^ early stages of implementing the Voucher project, the 
Sequoia Institute was viewed with suspicion by the principals and instructional 
staff and at times it assumed the role of the project "scape goat". Of course, 
this was in a period of high anxiety and the Sequoia Institute was an inviting 
target. 

As the project evolved and the anxie^-y level decreased, so did the 
scapegoating. While some of this conflict might have been avoided if the 
school staffs had had a better ur.'^^^r standing of the Sequoia Institute, it 
does appear that this initial reaction was part of the evolutionary process 
and simply had to be dealt with as it arose* 

The second problem which developed out of the Sequoia Institute 
position as an external agency was the fairly high turnover of its 
administrative staff. Of the current administrative staff (5) only the 
director and one coordinator here have been with the project from the 
beginning. This 60% rate of turnover has been attributed to the fact that 
at the most there is only a three year cora3;itment in the contract. The 
lack of security fur future employment has resulted in Sequoia Institute 
administrators taking other job opportunities. 

INTERNAL ORGANIZATION - FUNCTIONS AND ROLES 

The task of implementation of the project has been divided 
into four basic sub- tasks: dissemination of information to the public, 
resef^.rch and evaluation of school programs, parent counseling, and pupil 
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and fiscal accounting* The Sequoia Institute does not have any input in 
school progratp development provHed in services to the local schools 
(other than evaluations) and has no control over how schools spend their 
Voucher money. 

PUBLIC INFORMATION - The primary function of this is to deal with the 
huge influx of inquiries about the Voucher project. It should be 
differentiated from Public Relations in that its function is to provide 
objective information, not to *'sell" the program. Most of the information 
has been requested by communities and organizations outside of Alum Rock 
and it is only in recent months that the public information is focusing 
on the Alum Rock community. It is staffed by a coordinator with supportive 
secretarial servicec. 

RESEARCH AND EVALUATI ON 

The research and evaluation section of the Sequoia Institu^.e is 
responsible for evaluating all of the various mini-school programs. An 
evaluation plan for each school .is negotiated with the mini-school staff. 
All evaluations include the following; 

1) Descriptive date on school population 

2) Reacrions of staff towards program 

3) Parents attitudes towards program 

4) Students attitudes towards program 

5) Standardized achievement testing (Metropolitan) 

6) Standardized affective testing 

7) Allocation of Voucher funds 



In addition to this basic information schools may also request 
that unique aspects of their programs be evaluated. The cost of a basic 
evaluation is about $1,200.00. A completely comprehensive evaluation 
could cost as much as $5,000.00. The time, line of the evaluations 
Involves a pre-test in October and post-test in May. During these peak 
periods the research coordinator hires additional part-time staff. It 
should also be noted that the Sequoia Institute staff and the Rand Research 
staff share data and coordinate their efforts to avoid duplication. 

As was noted elsewhere in this report the evaluation task 
encountered much resistance from the local school staffs. Because of this, 
the negotiated evaluations focused primarily on descriptive and product 
data rather than process evaluations. The staff of the Sequoia Institute 
maintain that the observation of program implementation and classroom 
procedures would result in more comprehensive evaluations; however, this 
type of evaluation is too threatening to the local school staffs. 

PARENT COUNSELING AND INFORMATION 

In terms of staff this task requires the greatest allotment of 
the Sequoia Institute resources. In addition to the coordinator there 
are two certified guidance counselors, twelve full time parent counselors 
(four hours a day for entire year) and twelve part time parent counselors 
(four hours per day for the months of April and May). 

The major job of this section is to convey all information 
regarding the mini-school programs and the procedures for choosing schools 
to the parents - the channel for doing this is the parent counselors. 
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The parent counselors are para-professionals who reside in the community. 
There is an intensive training period and continued in^-service training 
which includes the following; 

1) Parent education 

2) Multi-'cultural education 

3) Counseling techniques 

4) Interpersonnel relations ^ and 

5) Knowledge of coramunity resources. 

In all training particular emphasis is placed on developing skills in non- 
directive counseling. The parent counselors are required to present only 
objective information to parents. Each counselor is assigned to a school 
and their time is usually divided among the school, home visit s> and the 
Central Office. 

The major difficulties encountered by the parent counseling 
system is that they lack sophistication in counseling techniques^ and 
it is difficult for them to maintain a truly objective position. A 
secondary problem is that parents have been reluctant to discuss their 
child with people who in reality are their peers in the community. 
Currently the Sequoia Institute is planning to increase its training 
program for parent counselors in order to provide them with the skills needed 
to be non-judgemental and gain the trust of the parents. A third problem 
existed when the project first began because of confusion regarding to whom 
the counselors were responsible. The local school administrators felt 
that the counselors should be considered part of their staff. As with 
other issues this problem was eliminated as the project evolved and the 
counselors remained on the staff of the Sequoia Institute. 

O 
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Local Staff - As was stated previously the Sequoia Institute 
has not had a conflict-free relationship with the local school staffs. 
The conflict has primarily focused on the Sequoia Institute's roles as 
program evaluator ap'^ disseminator of information. The basic issue 
was that the Sequoia Institute insisted on releasing to the community all 
information gathered in the evaluation of school programs* The local 
staffs, particularly the principals, objected on the basis that program 
evaluation and information release should be the responsibility of the 
local schools and should not be centralized. It was also felt that the 
evaluations relied too heavily on standardized testing (Metropolitan 
Achievement Tests) and did not present a clear picture of program 
performance. This problem eventually reached the Superintendent whose 
decision supported the Sequoia Institute's position^ It should be noted 
that the Sequoia Institute has no input into the development or implementation 
of local school budgets or programs. The only area of the local schools 
where the Sequoia Institute has "control'^ are the evaluation of programs, 
the dissemination of information, and the parent counselors. Even in 
these areas the Sequoia Institute must abide by the decisions of the 
Superintendent, and the Board of Education. 

Community - The Sequoia Institute's relationship to the community 
has been fairly weak. The following organizational channels for these 
relationships are located in the Sequoia Institute; consulting with the 
Educational Voucher Advisory Committee (EVAC), providing parent counselors, 
and disseminating information. All three of these channels have had 
problems which hindered the development of a strong relationship between 
Sequoia Institute and the community. 

EVAC is composed of parents and instructional staff representatives 
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PUPIL AND FISCAL ACCOUNTING 

This section of the Sequoia Institute is responsible for 
keeping track of the student population in terms of where programs are 
filled, where spaces are available, how many students are out of district, 
and other related problems. It is also responsible for the accounting 
of Voucher monies, i.e. transferring the Voucher money with the students. 
Most of this information is utilized by the other sections of the 
Sequoia Institute in implementing their tasks. For example the parent 
counselors are continually kept informed about the open spaces in the 
various programs. 

EXTERNAL ORGANIZATION 
Relationship of Sequoia Institute to Superintendent, Local Staff 
and Community. 

Superintendent - Although the Sequoia Institute is an external 
agency under contract with the Alum Rock Schools, it schould be noted that 
the Director of the Sequoia Institute also functions as an Assistant 
Superintendent. (See Chart). In his role a» Assistant Superintendent he 
has the same level of responsibilities and duties as the other Assistant 
Superintendents. The basic differences are that he is paid by the 
Sequoia Institute and as Director of the Sequoia Institute he has total 
control over the hiring and dismissing of his staff. Since the Superintendent 
is the contract administrator the Sequoia Institute is directljj/accountable 
to him. Only a few problems involving the Sequoia Institute have been 
referred to the Superintendent for resolution and it is clear that tW 
Sequoia Institute has the full support of the Superintendent since in all 
cases he has supported their position. 
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from each of the project schools and it was formed In order to directly 
advise the Board of Education on any matter related to the Voucher project. 
The staff of the Sequoia Institute attend all EVAC meetings as consultants. 
The major problem with EVAC is that it had difficulty defining its tasks 
and developing an effective organizational structure. Its current status 
is much improved and it is just now becoming a viable organization. 
Throughout its development the Sequoia Institute has maintained a weak 
but positive relationship with EVAC. 

The parent counselors have had a few problems that were previously 
mentioned. It should also be noted that communication between the counselors 
and parents is completely up to the parent. If parents make frequent 
changes in their child's program, they will be invited to speak with a 
counselor; however, they are not required to meet with them. 

The majority of the information which parents receive from the 
Sequoia Institute is hand delivered. This includes the procedures for 
using the vouchers and the evaluation reports of the mini-school programs. 
Of course, this is a one-way communication. If the parent has questions 
concerning the procedures or reports he must take the initiative and 
contact the parent counselor. 

Since the Sequoia Institute has a rather confusing relationship 
with the schools' central administration, and since communication with 
the community has been minimal, it is likely that much of the community 
is not aware of the Sequoia Institute as a separate entity. In essence 
the Sequoia Institute's relationship to the community is neither positive 
nor negative, but almost non-existent. 



OBSERVATIONS AND PROJECTIONS 



In theory the Sequoia Institute occupied a positive position 
for implementing the Voucher Project • Of course in practice it has 
experienced problems; however^ it is likely that a different kind of 
organizational structure would also encounter problems of the same 
magnitude. Some of the problems might have be^n reduced or eliminated 
by making the following changes: 

1) The Director of Sequoia Institute should have had more 
authority to implement the tasks of evaluation^ and 
information dissemination* 

2) Evaluations should be descriptive^ productive and process 
oriented* 

3) Efforts should be focused on gaining the trust and sanction 
of local administrators and staff* 

4) The community should be made more aware of the role and 
functions of the Sequoia Institute and its relationship 
to the central administration* 

5) Consider not housing parent counselors in schools and 
develop adequate training programs prior to implementing 
the project* 

The last question to be raised is what happens after the 
Sequoia Institute is gone. It is clear that if the Voucher Project is 
continued some of the functions of the Sequoia Institute will have to 
be assumed by the central administration. Apparently the following 
changes will be made; 

1) Parent counseling will be assumed by che Director of 



Community Relations ♦ 

2) Evaluations will continue by an Assistant Superintendent, 

3) Public information and student and fiscal accounting 
will be fragmented and assigned to existing personnel « 

Some members of the Sequoia Institute's staff are likely 
to remain with the project as employees of the Alvm Rock Schools^ 

It is difficult to understand how the centralization of these 
functions can be justified in terms of the school systan^s basic philosophy 
of decentralization. 

RAND RESEARCH 

When the Alum Rock Schools were awarded a grant from the Office 
of Economic Opportunity (now National Institute of Education) to implement 
a Voucher Project, a condition of that grant was that an independent 
research organization (Rand) be contracted by OEO to do a complete evaluation 
of the prolert. That evaluation is to be completed in the spring of 1974 
and it will contain the following data and information: 

1) Resource allocation study i.e* now were funds allocated 
and how were funds spent? 

2) Parent survey - i.e. What has been the attitude of parents 
toward the project? How did parents obtain information about 
the project? How did parents make choices? 

3) Student testing - i.e. What if any were the cognitive and 
affective gains made by students? 

4) Teacher Survey - i^e. What were the attitudes of teachers 
toward the project? 



5) Historical process - i.e. How did the Project evolve and 
what was its impact on school organization and the roles 
of various staff members? 

a) Interviews with Administration, Staff* Parents and 
Children. 

b) Classroom observations. 

According to Rand personnel they have received very good 
cooperation from the Central Administration of the Alum Rock Schools. 
A: "a fly on the wall" they have been able to observe everything from 
executive sessions of the Board of Education to the manner in which 
teachers get supplies. Based on this it Is likely that thei. report 
will be extremely helpful in understanding the Voucher Project aL Aium 
Rock and its implications for other communities. 
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n» OPEN ENROLLMENT TRANSPORTATION STUDY OBJECTIVES 

The primary objective of Educational Coordinates' study has been 
to determine based on certain assumptions and within certain guidelines 
an estimated additional cost for pupil transportation under Open Enrollment 
conditions in East Hartford, Connecticut. 

Secondarily, Educational Coordinates was to determine the feasibility 
of such transportation from a logistical as well as financial standpoint. For 
instance, while otherwise economically feasible. Educational Coordinates 
can envision certain circumstances under which provision of such service 
would not be logistically advisable. For example, a geographically large 
school district paying for vehicles on a per diem as opposed to per mile basis 
might easily afford such transportation service but in doing so impose in- 
ordinately long riding times on students participating in an Open Enrollment 
Program. 

Herein Educational Coordinates respectfully presents its conclusions 
and the rationale therefore. 
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nL OPEN ENROLLMENT TRANSPORTATION STUDY CRITERIA/ 
ASSUMPTIONS 

For more precise detail the reader is referred to the study contract. 
However, an overview of the performance criteria seems appropriate here. 

Educational Coordinates agreed for purposes of this study to develop 
by digitization a network of the East Hartford Public School District. Then, 
using student census data supplied by the district. Educational Coordinates 
was to design and program a computer simulation to project numbers of 
pupils to be transported and the distances they would travel. Based on 
district supplied levels of percentage participation, the model would randomly 
assign them to new schools, and calculate a walking distance to the nearest 
elementary school from which they were to be bussed a distance computed 
along the digitized network. Computer outputs were to comprise summaries 
of students extracted and miles travelled. 

In order to avoid costly and complex computer routing and scheduling, 
it was assumed that children could be aggregated at the elementary school 
nearest their homes. Such elementary school to be termed a "depot" from 
which children would be transported to their randomly assigned schools. 
It was further assumed that estimated costs for transportation would be 
derived using current rates, i. e. , $48. 99 per day for a vehicle of capacity 
greater than 9 children and $45. 99 per day per unit for a capacity of 9 or 
fewer riders. 
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IV. OPEN ENROLLMENT TRANSPORTATION STUDY COMPUTER 
OUTPUTS 

Three sets of computer reports constitute Appendices A, B and C 
to this document. Each set of reports comprises a student census listing 
and a tally matrix which indicates numbers of pupils transported and miles 
travelled for four grade level breakdowns. Moreover, each set illustrates 
results for a different percentage probability of student participation. The 
three levels were set by East Hartford Public Schools and are 7.5%, 15.0%, 
and 25. 0%. A detailed discussion of computer output formats follows. 
The reader is encouraged to reference Appendix A at this point for purposes 
of illustration. 

The student census listing depicts five major categories of data, 
student name, home address, grade level, schools information, and 
distances computed. 

Student names are reported in a last-first-middle-initial format, 
e. g. , Abelc Joseph P, and are arranged alphabetically and in ascending 
order by grade level, i. e. . kindergarten (0) through grade twelve. 

Home address is printed exactly as supplied by Mr. Vail's office 
originally, i. e. , house number and street name and type, e. g. , 0601 
Forest Street, 

Grade level, the column headed G L, is a numeric (kindergarten 
is 0) indication and was used as the major data item for report sequence, 
as noted previously. 

.6- 
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•'SCHOOL" information is subdivided into three minor categories, 
''CVR'\ ''B\5S'\ 'T^EW^\ "CUR" represents the numeric code of the school 
which the child currently attends. The second coliamn, headed "BUS", 
indicates the code of the elementary school nearest the child^s home at 
which he will be picked up and from which he will be bussed. A child^s 
newly assigned school picked at random by computer is noted by a code in 
the last column, headed "NEW". In sequence then, the reader can deter- 
mine a child's present school, his depot location, and randomly projected 
school building. 

The existing school coding structure was used and is recounted 
here following: 



Code 


School Name 


Grades 


1 


Barnes 


0-4 


2 


Burnside 


0-5 


3 


Center 


0-8 


4 


Goodwin 


0-5 


5 


Hockanum 


0-8 


6 


Mayberry 


0-5 


7 


McCartin 


0-5 


8 


Norris 


0-5 


.9 


O'Brien 


6-8 


)0 


O'Connell 


5-8 


11 


Second North 


0-3 


12 


Silver Lane 


0-5 


13 


Slye 


0-5 


14 


South Grammar 


0-5 


15 


Sunset Ridge 


0-8 


16 


Willowbrook 


0-5 


17 


Woodland 


0-5 


18 


Stevens 


0-5 


19 


Pitkin 


6-8 


20 


Langford 


0-5 


31 


East Hartford High School 


9-12 


32 


Penney Pligh 


9-12 
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The last major category, '^DISTANCE", also has two subheadings, 
♦•WALK" and "BUS". Under "WALK" is listed the computer-calculated 
distance in miles and hundredths, e.g. , 0. 36, that a child must travel, 
usually by walking, to arrive at his depot or "BUS" pickup point. Next 
to that figure, under "BUS", is reported the bussing distance from the 
depot to the child's "NEW" school. This figure is also registered in miles 
and hundredths, e. g. , 2. 10. The distance a child walks to his stop and 
the distance he is subsequently bussed can both be seen, then, under 
"DISTANCE". 

The second report in each set illustrates in matrix format the total 
numbers of pupils to be aggregated at each "FROM" school and the miles 
they will be bussed to ecich "TO" school. Rows represent stimmary figures 
for each "TO" school. Similarly, columns list data for each "FROM" 
school - 

Data noted are number of students to be bussed (top) and road dis- 
tance between the two schools (bottom). For example, 6 students being 
transported "FROM" Barnes (1) "TO" Norris (8) would be found by tracing 
down the "FROM" column under 1 to the "TO" row at 8 thusly: 

FROM 
.1 

TO f 

6 

8 — ^ ^ 4. 2 
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Distances are printed in miles and tenths roimded from hundredths 
in the standard manner. Distances are not multiplied by pupils to arrive 
at the oft misunderstood pupil-miles figure but instead indicate the dis- 
tance any vehicle will travel between schools regardless of load. Where 
no pupils were assigned zero is printed. In that case, distance is printed 
but not accumulated for total purposes. Total pupils projected into each 
'»T0" school and miles travelled 'TROM" each sending school are listed 
in the rightmost column tinder "TOT" in the same top-bottom maimer noted 
previously. The same school codes apply as before. 

Two additional facts should be noted. Because the Barnes School (1) 
and the O'Connell School (10) are adjacent, they were considered as one 
"FROM" school though separate and distinct as "TO" schools. Secondly, 
all schools containing any portion of grades K through 8 were used as 
"FROM" schools, i. e. , only the two high schools (31 and 32) were not used 
as "BUS" pickup points. 

Eight pages of matrix-format reports are submitted for each per- 
centage level. Two pages for each of four grade- level breakdowns were 
used. Those grade -level breakdowns as stipulated by East Hartford Public 
Schools are K, 1-5, 6-8, 9-12. The second page for each grade-level 
breakdown indicates a grand total of pupils and miles for all "FROM" - "TO" 
combinations within those grade ranges. 

The reader should now be able to determine the number of pupils 
by grade range transported "FROM" any school "TO" any other school and 
the distances they will ride. 
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V. OPEN ENROLLMENT TRANSPORTATION UNIT (QETU) 

Because assuming Open Enrollment transportation service will 
occur only on a point-to-point basis between individual schools causes 
unrealistic cost projections. Educational Coordinates proposes adoption 
of the OETU for bussing in an Open Enrollment situation. The concept 
envisions grouping certain "FROM" schools for transportation purposes 
based on proximity and accessability. For East Hartford, Educational 
Coordinates proposes the following groupings: 



OETU I 

Barnes 
O'Connell 
Goodwin 
McCartin 



OETU m 

Center 
Second North 
Norris 
Burns ide 



OETU V 

Stmset Ridge 
Stevens 
Slye 
Pitkin 



OETU II 

Hockanum 
South Grammar 
Willowbrook 
Silver Lane 



OETU IV 

O'Brien 
Langford 
Woodland 
Mayberry 



Please reference Appendix D for a pictorial representation of the 
OETU proposal. 

In proposing such a concept for East Hartford, Educational Coordinates 
is cognizant of the implicit trade-off between student riding time and costs. 
While violation of the current 20 minute riding time limit is likely in some 
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cases employing OETU's, the cost of individual service is so astronomical 
as to warrant increased route times. For example. Educational Coordinates 
estimates that riding times will vary approximately between 12 and 36 
minutes, while costs for individual service could actually exceed our con- 
servative estimate of $3. 3 million. ^ In Educational Coordinates' opinion, 
the OETU concept is justifiable as proposed. In fact, larger groupings 
might decrease costs further without appreciable increases in route time. 

The following table and data are provided in order to substantiate 
Educational Coordinates' proposal to utilize the OETU concept. The table 
itself represents in matrix format the travel distances between OETU's 
and within them between the most widely separated schools. 

OETU DISTANCE TABLE 



OETU 


I 


II 


III 


IV 


V 




I 




2. 1 


1. 1 


4.2 


3.5 


1.8 




n 




1. 1 


2.2 


1.7 


2.9 


2,0 




m 




4. 2^^ 


1.7 


1.9^ 


1.3 


1.4 




IV 




3.5 


2.9 


1.3 


2.6 


1.0 




V 




1.8 


2.0 


1.4 


1.0^ 


2. 7^ 





1 minimum distance within an OETU 

2 maximum distance within an OETU 

3 minimum distance between two OETU's 

4 maximum distance between two OETU's 



^ $3. 3 million derived by assuming van service from 19 depot schools to 
each of 21 other schools, or 399 vans at $45. 99 per day for 182 days totalling 
$3,339r 701.80 
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In order to arrive at an estimated maximxim route travel time. 
Educational Coordinates has doubled the largest distance within an OETU 
and added the greatest distance between two, thusly arriving at a maximum 
travel distance of 9. 6 miles. Rounding to 10 miles and assuming an average 
vehicle speed of 30 mph, we project a maximum travel time of 20 minutes. 
Inside distance was doubled because in some cases a vehicle may need to 
travel the entire length of both OETU»s. 

An estimate for minimum route travel time was derived in essen- 
tially the same manner but without doubling inside distance. The minimum 
distance, then, is 2. 9 miles. Roundin.? to 3 miles and assuming the same 
30 mph result in a minimum travel time estimate of 6 minutes. 

In determining overaU OETU route time, pupil loading time and 
unloading must also be considered. Maxanum time was computed by 
assuming 5 seconds per child for a full bus load of 72 riders, 1 minute per 
stop additional time for "over..ead", and 4 stops, or 4 "FROM" schools. 
Including all loading and unloading time, we, therefore, project a maximum 
of le minutes loading time, or 4 for "overhead", 6 to load the bus, and 
6 to unload it. 

Minimum time was computed in essentially the same manner, but 
by assuming use of a 9 passenger van instead. Educational Coordinates 
projects a minimum time for loading and unloading of 6 minutes, or 4 for 
"overhead", 1 to load the van, and 1 to unload it. 
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The projected range of OETU route times, then, becomes 12 to 36 
minutes. While that produces an average of 24 minutes. Educational Co- 
ordinates strongly suspects detailed statistical analysis would uncover a 
median route time in excess of that figure. 

Educational Coordinates concludes that an OETU approach to Open 
Enrollment transportation service is imperative. Individual service is 
financially prohibitive as stated previously, and route times do not increase 
inordinately in an OETU environment. 
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VI. OPEN ENROLLMENT TRANSPORTATION STUDY OETU/COST 
SUMMARIES 

In this section Educational Coordinates has summariased in tabular 
form the computer outputs and projected costs associated therewith. Two 
tables are presented for each percentage level. The first is a summary of 
students (ST) and vehicles required (VR) for their transportation from each 
OETU to each school. Where a van will suffice VR lists simply V. In 
the case where a bus is needed* or a vehicle of capacity greater than 9, 
VR is reported as a B. Combinations of multiple V's and B's may occur. 
The second report utilizes the same coding to depict students and vehicles 
required when all students randomly assigned to a given school are con- 
sidered as a whole. 

Therefore* Tables 1, 3, and 5 sTimmarize data and estimated 
maximum costs for percentage levels 7. 5%. 15. 0%, and 25. 0% respectively, 
whereas Tables 2, 4, and 6 sum^narize data and estimated minimum costs 
for those same levels. In the first case, estimates are an upper bound 
because no vehicle reuse is assumed and each OETU has dedicated vehicle 
service. In the minimum case, it is assimied that all children assigned 
to a given school can be serviced with one or more vehicles regardless of 
OETU boundaries. This case, however, also does not envision vehicle 
reuse among "TO" schools. The factor of vehicle reutilization is treated 
in another section of this report. 

-14- 



PO BOX . PRINCETON NFW JERSEV 03640 • TELEPHONE 609 7pO 2600 • TELEX 843470 . CABLE ADDRESS MATHIMC 



FRIC 



227 

H 

MATHEMATICA, ~: 



The foUouiing maximum and minimum cost estimates wee derived 
from rates and conditions currently governing East Hartford pupil trans- 
portation contracts. 





ESTIMATED 


ESTIMATED 




MAXIMUM 


MINIMUM 


7. 5% 


$ 915»445.44 


$ 213,988.32 


15.0% 


$ 979. 673. 24 


$ 285,317. 76 


25. 0% 


$1,052,835.40 


$ 449,811. 18 
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Sc hoo ls SorvicecT 
Code 



•I 



Change ?TFT 



Open Enrollnent Pupil Transportation Study 

T^blo 1 : 

>en Knrolincnt Transportat ion 



6 
7 
8 
9 

0 

12 

13 
14 

15 
16 

i? 
18 
19 
20 

51 
52 



Jarnes 
Burnside 
Center 
Goodwin 
Hockanum 
Kayterry 
McCartin 
Norris 
O'Brien 
O'Connell 
Second North 
Silver Lane 
Slye 
South Granaaar 
Sunset Ridge 
yillowbrook 
Woodland 
Stevens 
Pitkin 
Langford 
E.K.K.S. 
Penney 
Totals 



Grad es I S T VR 

K-.5- 5 V 

K-8 I 15 B 

K-5 I 5 V 

K-8 I 9 V 

K-$ j 4 V 

K-5 K V 

K-5 5 V 

6-8 9 V 

5- 8 5 V 
K-5 2 V 
K-5 2 V 
K-5 5 V 
K-5 5 V 

K-8 11 B 

K-5 7 V 

K-5 ^ V 

K-5 5 V 

6- 8 I 5 V 
K-5 ^ V 
9-12 51 B 
9-12 4 V 



II 








ST 


VR 


ST 


VR 










6 


W 1 

V I 


o 
o 


V 


15 


B 


9 


V 


8 


V 




V 


8 


V 


16 


B 


5 


V 


6 


V 


5 


V 


7 


XT 

V 


5 


V 


6 


V 


6 


V 


5 


V 


8 


V 


9 


V 


1 


V 


5 


V 


2 


V 


6 


V 


5 


V 


5 


V 


2 


V 




V 


15 


B 


15 


B 


1 3 


V 


5 


V 



1 

5 
6 

5 

51 

14 



V 
V 
V 
V 

B 

B 



^Bf 152 4B 



Total Students 
Total Buses 
Total Vans 



21 S 348,99/day 
87 <8 $45.99/day 



2 

12 

7 

5 



V 
V 
V 
V 



IT 



ST VR 



57 B 



i7v 

43 



5 


V 


10 


B 


5 


V 


10 


B 


4 


V 


5 


V 


5 


V 



5 
4 

5 
2 
6 



V 
V 
V 
V 
V 



20 B 
5 V 



8 

5 
2 

5 
1 



V 
V 
V 
V 
V 



T 

ST VR 



6 V 
11 B 

7 V 
18 B 

5 V 

6 V 

4 'V 
10 B 
10 B 

5 V 



5 
5 
5 
9 
5 

5 
1 

6 
4 



V 

V 

V 

V 

V 

V 

Y 

Y 

Y 



42 B 



55 B 
12 B 



1S2 4Bjl92_ 63 



Cost S 1028.79 
C ost i ?"'^',^^ 
Total Daily UosTl 502%^^ ^ 

y:ie2 dnvs/yr 



Total Annual Cost $915.^^-^ 
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Open Etxrollment Pupil Transportation Study 
Table 2 



Change ?.% 


OETU 
TOTALS 






Total 


Vehicle 




Code 


Name 




Students 




Vans 


1 


Barnes 










2 


Burnside 


IT Si 


30 


B 




3 


Center 


IT Q 


58 


B 






Gobdwin 




^5 


B 




5 


Hockanum 




61 






6 


Mayberry 




22 


B 




7 


KcCartin 




27 






8 


Norris 




25 


B 




9 


O'Brien 


5-5 


28 






10 


0*Connell 




55 


t| 
i> 




11 


Second North 




15 


0 




12 


Silver lane 


tr fit 


20 


B 




15 


Slye 




16 


B 




1^1. 


South Gramnar 


K-5 


16 


i> 




15 


Sunset Ridge 


K-8 


66 


B 




16 


Willowbrook 


K-5 


25 


B 




17 


Woodland 


K-5 


1Q 


B 




18 


Stevens 


6-8 


26 


B 






Pitkin 


6-8 


24 


B 




20 


Langford 


K-5 


19 


B 




31 


S*H*H*S« 


9-12 


158 


2B 




^2 


Penney 


9-12 




2B 




6=55 







2^ w 



Total Vans 



»'^5.99/day 



Cost 



Total Daily Cost 
Total Annual Cost 
-17- 



^ X 162 day /yr 
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Open Enrollnent Pupil Transportation Study 
Table 3 



Open Enrollment Transportation 
Units 



% Chance 



13.6 % 



Schools Serviced 




1 


! 


11- 




111 




: iv 




! V 




Code 




Grades 


ST 


VR 


ST 


VR 


ST 


VR 


ST 


VR 


ST 


VR 


'1 


Barnes j 




3 








10 


B 


2 




'i1 


B 


2 


Durnside 


K-5 


12 


B 


11 


B 


13 


B 


8 


V 


8 


V 


3 


Center 


K-8 


23 


B 


*:9 


B 


18 


B 


21 


B 


21 


B 




Goodwin 


K-5 


8 


V 


14 


B 


'«5 


B 


8 


V 


10 


B 


5 


Hockanum 


K-8 


16 


B 


8 


V 


35 


B 


15 


B 


23 


B 


6 


1 

Mayberry 




12 


B 


5 


7 


7 


V 


4 


V 


•t5 


B 


7 


McCartin 


K-5 


8 


V 


9 


V 


9 


V 


14 


B 


8 


V 


8 


Norris 


K-5 


11 


B 


5 


V 


9 


V 


5 


V 


11 


B 


9 


O^Brien 


6-8 


15 


B 




V 


8 


V 


1 


V 


27 


B 


10 


O'Connell 


5-8 


9 


V 


21 


B 


29 


B 


20 


B 


10 


B 


i1 


Second North 


K-5 


5 


V 


5 


V 


6 


V 


3 


V 


6 


V 


12 


Silver Lane 


K-5 


11 


B 


5 


V 


12 


B 


6 


V 


9 


V 


15 


Slye 


K-5 


6 


V 


14 


B 


11 


B 


11 


B 


6 


V 




South Granmar 


K-5 


10 


B 


9 


V 


10 


B 


8 


V 


4 


V 


15 


Simset Ridge 


: 


Ifl 


JO 






^4 




'i2 




17 


B 


16 


Willov/brook 




10 


B 




V 


*i6 


B 


17 


B 


10 


B 


17 


Woodland 


K-5 


10 


B 


12 


B 


6 


V 




V 


b 


V 


18 


St.evens 


K-5 


5 


V 


9 


V 


14 


B 


9 


V 


8 


V 


19 


Pitkin 


6-8 


11 


B 


9 


V 


11 


B 


17 


B 


6 


V 


20 


Langford 


K-5 


9 


V 


10 


B 


8 


V 


8 


V 


8 


V 


31 


£• K»H«S • 


9-12 


94 


2B 


61 


B 






2 


V 


85 


2B 


32 


PefJiey 


9-'i2 


5 


V 


20 


B 


nil 


2B 


89 


23 


^5 


5 


Totals 




^03 I^B 


' 29B 


12V 
IQB 


.^92 133 


286 


1iSV 
•i03' 




10V 
1^3 



Total Students "qO? 
Total Buses 62 ^5 S43.99/diy 
Total Vans 51 ® $45.99/da7 



Total Daily 
Total Annual 

-18- 



Cost 
Cost 
Cost 

Cost 



5057.58 
g 5 ^g'^9 
5$&2.82 



X I8cf days/yr 

&979»67^.24 
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Open Enxollment Pupil Transportation Study 
Table 4 



^Change 


cm 

TOTAIS 


Schools S'^rvicea 


Total 

4» V V Wl Jk> 


Vehicles 






Jf P Tt P P <5 


Students 






1 


Barnes 






1 




2 


Burnside 


K-5 




1 




5 


Center 


K-8 




2 






Goodwin 


K-5 




1 




5 


Hockanum 


K-8 




2 




i6 


Mayberry 


K-5 




1 




7 


McCartin 


K-5 




1 




8 


Norris 


K-5 




1 




9 


O'Brien 


6-8 




1 




10 


©•Connell 


5-8 




2 




11 


Second North 


K-5 




1 




12 


Silver Lane 


K-5 




1 




ji5 


Slye 


K-5 


48 


1 




|14 


South Gramar 


K-5 




1 




15 


Sunset Ridge 


K-8 








|l6 


Wi llowbrook 


K-5 


5? 


1 






Woodland 


K-5 


42 


1 




18 


Stevens 


K-5 


45 






19 


Pitkin 


6-8 


54 


1 




20 


Langford 


K-5 


43 


1 




51 


£»H»H*S« 


9-12 


240 


4 




32 


Penney 


9-12 


246 















Total Buses i>'*'i.9-Vd£iy Cost Si 567.68 

Total Vans @ 545.99/day Cost _ 

Total Daily Cost »1 567.68 

X 182 dnys/yr 



Total Annual Cost S285» 317.76 
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Open Enrollment Pupil Transportation Study- 
Table 5 



p-Change 25.0 


; Open iunroilaont Transportation 
Units 


Schools iiorvicea 


I 


il 




[ III 




IV 




V 








i I /■ '? #a <5 

» V f A ,~ V* ^ o 


ST 




1 ar 




ST 


VR 


ST 


VR 


ST 


VR 




Barnes 




7 


V 


1^ 


B 


11 


B 


'I6 


B 


a 


V 




Buraside 


K.5 


12 


B 






IS 




■ 12 


B 


18 


B 


5 


Center 


K-8 


55 


B 




£> 








B 




B 




Goodwin 


K-5 


9 


V 


1 1 


JO 








B 




B 


5 


Kockanum 


K-8 


56 


B 


£'*■ 


x> 


/l/i 




7v 


B 


44 


B 


1 

16 


Mayberry 


K-5 


15 


B 




1% 


^7 






B 




B 


7 


McCartin 


K-5 


8 


V 


1? 




•0 






B 




B 

1 


8 


Norris 


K-5 


15 


B 


10 




'to 

He 


JO 


*^ 


B 


• / 


B 


9 


O'Brien 


6-8 


20 


B 




XI 


f 


V 
f 




V 




B 

♦ 


10 


O'Connell 


5-8 


20 


B 


<;*♦• 


Tl 
13 




1% 
x> 


P^ 


B 


P4 


B ! 

1 


11 


Second North 


K-:5 


9 


V 


'P 


J9 






IV 


B 




B ^ 


12 


Silver Lane 


K-5 


25 


B 




JE3 




Xk 




B 


PI 

C 1 


B ! 

^ ii 


'i? 


Slye 


K-5 


15 


B 








B 


• 


B 


10 


B « 


14 


South Grammar 


K-5 


22 


B 


'7 






B 




B 


9 


i 


15 


Sunset Ridge 


K-8 


59 


B 


45 


B 


^7 


B 


26 


B 


^0 




16 


Willowbrook 


K-5 


12 


B 


15 


B 


19 


B 


12 


B 


11 


B 


17 


Woodland 


K-5 


16 


B 


13 


B 


21 


B 


14 


B 


11 


B 


18 


Stevens 


K-5 


15 


B 


15 


B 


18 


B 


15 


B 


12 


B 


19 


Pitkin 


6-8 


1^ 


B 


17 


B 


25 


B 




B 


6 


V 


20 


Langford 


K-5 


1$ 


B 


'(9 


B 


25 


B 


7 


V 


18 


B 


51 


£»H*H»S • 


9-12 


172 


79 


B V 


^^ 


V 


5 


V 


180 


5B 


52 


Penney 


9-'i2 




V 




B 


191 




151 


2BV 


^1 


B 


Totrils 




5V , 
19B 


■iV 
22B 


6-1 1 


2V 

22B ^ 


**V i 
504 20B' 


^79 





Total Jtudents 



275T 

Total Eur.es IC^ 343.99/ciny Cost 

Total Vans 15 8^5.99/day Cost 

Total Daily Cost 

Total Annual Cost 
-20- 



% 

T 



5094.96 

689.85 



57£i4.i3i 
X 182 dnys/yr 



ERIC 
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Open Enrollment Pupil Transportation Study 
Table 6 



& Change 23*0 



Schools Serviced 



Barnes 

Burnside 

Center 

Goodwin 

Hockanum 

Mayberry 

McCartin 

Norris 

0*Brien 

O'Connell 

Second North 

Silver I»ane 

Slye 

South Grammar 

Sunset Ridge 

Willowbrook 

Woodland 

Stevens 

Pitkin 

Langford 

£«H*H*S« 

Penney 



Grades 
^ 



K-8 
K-5 
K-8 

K-5 
K-5 
6-8 

5- 8 
K-^> 

K-5 
K-5 
K-5 
K-8 
K-i> 
K-$ 

K-5 

6- 8 

K-5 

9-'i2 

9-i2 



TOTALS 



Total 
Students 

55 



75 
220 

7ii 

187 

85 

69 

81 

79 

125 

58 

8^ 

75 

7i 

'»95 

67 

75 

75 

82 

80 



Total Buses ^2 
Total Vans 9 



® S^5.99/day 



Vehicles 
Buses 



1 
1 

5 
1 

5 
2 
*i 
1 
1 
2 

^ 
2 
1 
1 

5 

'I 

T 
1 

2 
1 

6 

6 



^2 



Cost $ 
Cost S 



Total Daily " Cost i 



Vans 



1 
1 



1 
1 



1 
1 

1 
1 



- q 

2057. 5S 
X 182 davs/yr 



Total Annual Cost j»449,&i1.lF 



-21- 



POLICY EXTENSION 
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HOUSE BILL KO. 5457 * 
PUBLIC ACT NO. 122 



An act enabling school districts to participate in a 
demonstration program designed to develop and test the use of 
Education Scholarships for school children, and to allow private 
schools to participate in such programs. 



Sec. 10-239a. Demonstration scholarship pr ogram. Short 
title. Legislative intent . This act shall be known and may be cited 
as the demonstration scholarship program authorization act of 1972. It 
is the intent of the legislature to enable up to six town or regional 
boards of education to participate in a demonstration program designed 
to develop and test the use of education scholarships for school children. 
The purpose of this demonstration scholarship program is to develop and 
test education scholarships as a way to improve the quality of education 
by making schools, both public and private, more responsive to the needs 
of children and parents, to provide greater parental choice, and to 
determine the extent to which the quality and delivery of educational 
services are affected by economic incentives. The demonstration scholar- 
ship program authorized by sections l0-239a to 10-239h, inclusive, shall 
aid students and shall not be used to support or to benefit any particular 
schools. (1972, P. A. 122,S.1.) 



Sec. 10-239b. Definitions . As used in sections 10-239a to 
10-239h, inclusive: (1) "Demonstration area" means the area designated 
by the participating town or regional board of education for the purposes 
of a demonstration scholarship program defined in subsection (2) of this 
section, which area shall include a substantial number of needy or dis- 
advantaged students, (2) "demonstration scholarship program" means a 
program for developing and testing the use of educational scholarships 
for all pupils eligible to attend public or private schools within the 
demonstration area, which scholarships shall be made available to the 
parents or legal guardians of a scholarship recipient in the form of a 
drawing right, negotiable certificate or other document which may not be 
redeemed except for educational purposes at schools fulfilling the 
requirements of subsection (a) of section 10-239e, (3) "demonstration 
board" means a board established by the town or regional board of education 
to conduct the demonstration scholarship program, (4) "contract" means 
the agreement entered into by the town or regional board of education 
and a federal governmental agency for the purpose of conducting a 
demonstration scholarship program. (1972, P. A. 122, S. 2) 
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Sec, 10-239C, Contract with federal agency for funds . The 
tovm or regional board of education may contract with a federal govern*- 
mental agency for funds to establish a demonstration scholarship program 
to exist for a period of up to five years, such board to receive such 
state and local aid for any of its students as would otherwise be 
provided by law regardless of whether or not such students participate 
in a demonstration scholarship program, which funds may be expended 
under the demonstration scholarship program as the demonstration contract 
shall provide and within the demonstration area. (1972, P. A. 122, S. 3,) 



Sec. 10-239d. Demonstration board and staff. Scholarships . 
The town or regional board of education may establish a demonstration 
board and staff and may authorize It to administer the demonstration 
project authorized by sections 10-239a to 10-239h, inclusive, provided 
the costs of such organization shall be borne by the contracting federal 
agency. The members of the demonstration board, if it is not the town 
or regional board of education itself, shall serve for the terms 
established by the appointing board. (1) The demonstration board may: 
(a) Employ a staff for the demonstration board, (b) receive and expend 
funds to support the demonstration board and scholarships for children 
in the demonstration area, (c) contract with other government agencies 
and private persons or organizations to provide or receive services, 
supplies, facilities and equipment, (d) determine rules and regulations 
for use of scholarships in the demonstration area, (e) adopt rules and 
regulations for its own government, (f) receive and expend funds from 
the federal governmental agency necessary to pay for the costs incurred 
in administering the program, (g) otherwise provide the specified programs, 
services and activities. 

(2) The demonstratiop board shall award a scholarship to each school 
child residing in the demonstration area, subject only to such age and 

grade restrictions which it may establish. The scholarship funds shall 
be made available to the parents or legal guardian of a scholarship 
recipient in the form of a drawing tight, certificate or other document 
which may not be redeemed except for educational purposes. 

(3) The demonstration board shall establish the amount of the 
scholarship in a fair and impartial manner as follows: There shall be a 
basic scholarship equal in amount to every other basic scholarship for 
every eligible student in the demonstration area. In no case shall the 
amount of the basic scholarship fall below the level of average current 
expense per pupil for corresponding grade levels in the public schools 

in the demonstration area in the year immediately preceding the demonstration 
program. 

(4) In addition to each base scholarship, compensatory scholar- 
ships shall be given to disadvantaged children. The amount of such 
compensatory scholarships and the manner by which children may qualify 
for them shall be established by the demonstration board. 
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(5) Adequate provision for the pro rata or Incremental 
redemption of scholarships shall be made. 

(6) The contract shall provide sufficient money to pay all 
actual and necessary transportation costs incurred by parents in sending 
their children to the school of their choice within the demonstration 
area, subject to distance limitations imposed by existing law* 

(7) The contract shall specify that the contracting federal 
governmental agency shall hold harmless the participating local board 
from any possible decreased economies of scale or increased costs per 
pupil caused by the transition to a demonstration program. 

(1972, P. A. 122, S. 4.) 



Sec. 10-239e. Use of scholarships. Eligibility of schools , 
(a) The demonstration board shall authorize the parents or legalT guardian 
of scholarship recipients to use the demonstration scholarships at any 
public or private school in which the scholarship recipient is enrolled 
provided such public or private school: (1) Meets all educational, 
fiscal, health and safety standards required by law, (2) does not 
discriminate against the admission of students and the hiring of teachers 
on the basis of race, color or economic status and has filed a certificate 
with the state board of education that the school is in compliance with 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, (3) In no case levies or 
requires any tuition, fee or charge above the value of the education 
scholarship, (4) is free from sectarian control or Influence except as 
provided in subsection (b) of this section, (5) provides public access 
to all financial and administrative records and provides to the parent or 
guardian of each eligible child in the demonstration area comprehensive 
information, in written form, on the courses of study offered, curriculum, 
materials and textbooks, the qualifications of teachers, administrators 
and.paraprofessionals, the minimum school day, the salary schedules, 
financial reports of money spent per pupil and such other Information 
as may be required by the demonstration board, (6) provides periodic 
reports to the parents on the average progress of the pupils enrolled, 
(7) meets any additional requirements established for all participating 
schools by the demonstration board. 

(b) In compliance with the constitutional guarantee of free 
exercise of religion, schools may be exempted from subdivision (4) of 
subsection (a) of this section if they meet all other requirements for 
eligibility. 

(1972, P.A* 122,5.5,6.) 



* "General Statutes of Connecticut", Volume II, State of Connecticut, 1973 
pages 318-321. • ^ 



ERLC 





C 




0) 




o 




> o 


Hi 


4^ 




c — • 




(A 


o 


£ <9 *0 01 




a> 


C 4^ 


♦J^ 




3 




(A lA <Q 


c 


Q" 


x: o> 




O 










0) 


jD 


tfl 0! O CO 








— o> 




O 


o> u 


O 4-i i. 






SI 


O ^ 






CA 


0^ E 


c 




O 01 


o -o u c 


O 






^) o> o 






(A 


(A a.— 






C <A 


-C C 




> 


O u 


^ O O <o 


> 




(A in 


— O 4^ W 






C9 0> 






3 


0) QU 


C U> 


<0 


-Q 








CO 


W (0 Q 


c 






CO 01 4^ S 




O 




U U 0> 


i2 






<A ^ <9 *0 



0> 

u 

O c 
o 



in lA 

c 0» 



o o 



u 

o 

3 

4^ 
4^ 

0> 

^ 01 

U <9 

— 3 

— cni 
o. c 

(X CO 

< -J 























tA 


1 


0> 

tA 




























u w 


c 


















c 










O 


09 


(A 












01 


t 


o 


C 


01 






tA 


Q. C 


4p<^ U 












^ (A 


>c 








(A 




C 


K O 


tA 












-Q 


0> 


4.# 


a c 4-* 


0> 








o 0» 










C 


— O 






K 0 






<o 




4^ 


O x: 


t 


o 






o 


0» o 


0> 




0> — 




3 




jC 0) 


4^ <0 


4^ 
















4^ 


4J 




U 




lA T> 


c u 


c 




o 








— u * 




<A 










o> 


O P> 


•« 










0> (l> 01 




c 


c w 


C 


0) 




CO 0> 


W tA 


— c 










o 


0> 


«o 




(0 ^ 


^ 0> 


c 




— x: 


w c 




«C 


ja 






3 


0> w 


E 


1 


<A %m 






o 


3 Q 




4 


3 














0) c 


: 


1 






U E 


c 




C 






0> 


^ ro 


(A 




> c 






o <0 


o c| 


0^ 


W 09 


14 










a. > c 










0) 


01 


tA — 1 


0> -tl 


O tA 












3 — O 


c 


0) 


0> 0) jc 


4J 


0> W 






o. 










O 




3 


x: 




t o 


0» 


(A 09 


O 4^ 


(0 o> 


lA C 
















4^ 


0) 




TI 


3 


— C 


w x: 


c ^ 


r 








0> 


^ <o 






w 0) k. 


i 


C 


tA 0) 


0> 4-» 


<0 


«. 








tA 




x: 


c 


1 X 


: O 






(0 *o 


> , 


W tA 


X 


<9 




lA 


3 


(0 o ^ 


o 




^ 4J 


^^ (0 




£- 


^ 3 




4J 4i/ 


K 


1 




> 


1 


(A 




x: 








14* 4-1 


• 4-^ 


1 c 


% 








^--^ 


woe 


SI 


4^ 


W 4J 


> lA W 




(0 


^ tA 




^ 09 












o o 


3: 




w 


» CL <0 




(A W 






M9 W 












e 


1 




^ 0 








w 01 




w (0 


X 








* 


JCk 0> 








• 


O (A 




• • 


• a. 




0> 


8 






(A 3 T> 


• o 


• 


Ct <A O 


u 


C 


«t3 ^ 












o> 








a\ 3 








0% • 




C 














• 


(V\ lA <9 4-f 


<^ 


<e g 


o o> • 








CM 


(A 




<s 


JC X> JC 


CM 




CM 


CO 


CM 




CM — <0 


CM 


CM 




1 






1 


m c 4.^ 


t 


• 


1 0 


1 O w 


1 


3 tl 


• — 01 


1 


1 -o 


c 


o 


0> 




o 


w o> 


O 




O ♦J 


1 SI 4-» 


o 




O 0) w 


o a 


O 0) 


0 




4^ 














O (A 




0> 0> 


^ <o 


*^ 3 


1. 
















0» 


« (l> tA C 




w x: 


>^ 


Q. • 


u 


X 




> 




• 




• 






^ O 


• 


4-» 


• w c 


<0 


• 3 




o 






o 




o 


c 


o> u c P 


o 


T> 


o o> o 


O W 09 


O U 




01 






0> 


o o — 


01 


0) 


W 0)1 3 


C 0^ 


01 


c cl 


01 > — 


01 09 W 


09 C 


X 


CO 






COi 


«A 4i* ? 


«/> 




<0 </> <^ <0 ^ 




<o*-| 


U> 0> 4i^ 


tn cx (0 


t/> ««• 





ERIC 



C/l 

o 



3 



< 

UJ 



c 
c 

o 
u 



a 


4^ 


x: 




» 




o 


1 






x: 


< 


09 






lA 






tA 


K 


ft- 


c 




<0 


lU 


09 


o 












CM 




tA 


n 


4^ 


1 


4Ni 


to 




<0 


O 


(0 




o 


N 




4^ 




CO 






CO 


09 




W 


• 




x: 


c 


O 


tA 


• 


o 


O 


x: 


o 


C 


<0 




4^ 


09 


09 


4^ 


4-i 


3 


(A 


O 


4^ 


CO 


< 






09 


w 






• 




4^ 


E 


CM 


c 


•n 


lA 


(0 




c 


09 


C 






o 




O 






o 


c 


E 


O 






09 


09 


i. 




(4^ 


E 


O 


a. 


o 


o 





I 

4^ 

O <A 
C 

X» E 
3 09 
CXT> 

c -o 

CO — 
tA 
09 4^ 
4^ 3 
CO O 

~ tA 

^8 

0> JC 

w o 

< tA 



I t 
W <0 
09 w 
Ol 4-> 
tA 

09 § 
— 09 

4-i 

E 

09 c <o 

CO Ol 

09 09 O 

W ^ U 

to CO o. 

a 
c — c 
coo 



4> 
> 
O 

E 
ft. 
O 



c 

o - 
u 

^ c 

^ CA 
O JO 
O ^ 3 



CO 

•mm 

ft. 
O 



01 
X 



<9 
Ui 



* C 



01 

c 

0> 

u 

V. 
0> 

a* 
m 



O iO 
c — 

* e 

(A ft. 

0» O 



0> 



i 

01 
> 

O 

in o 



4-* «ii 

C 3 

(0 E - 

ft. (A 

c c 

<0 «0 0> 

I E 

C I i. 

^ (0 cr 

O i. 0> 





• 

(A 




C 






0) 






0) 




"O 






E 


E 
0 


fti* 


ft. 


5? 




0 
u 


(A 


sx 


ft. 




(Q 


M> 


0) 


ex. 








x: 




(A 


1 


ft. 




CO 








0 


ft. 






u 




<A 



238 



fA 
0) 
>• 



o 



Ok 



O 



O 



id 



a. 

o 

























E 














CO 










x: *ftl 




ft. 










u ^ 




C71 


0 




>- 




(A 




2 






*^ 


(0 




















a 






0 














c 


JZ c 


u 


a 






• 


<0 


u 0 


CO 


* — 






(A 




«A 


ft. 


x: 


0 




> 


tA 






(A 










^ CO 


c 


ft. 






1 




0 ft. 


8 


(0 


0 




JA 


(0 4^ 












0> (A 














t C 




x: 


0» 












0 


a 








E 


eI 


«A 












1 


1 


CO 




* 


* 




* 


* 






(0 






u 




ft. 




<n 


o% 




<n 


o% 


.0 








m — 


en 




<A 


CM 


CM 






CM 




ft» 


1 


1 


1 Oi 




1 


4^ 


CO 


0 


0 r 
^ u 

Q> 


0 c 




0 


CA 


€) 










•mm 

K 


>. 


m 


* JQ 




• 




0> 


«» 




0 E 


U lA 




u 




> 


0> 


0» 3 


0> V 


0> 


0> 


0 






C 


</> ft- 


u> 




4-» 













01 








«A 
















CX 








ft. 


c 






3 


0 1 






o> a. 


o> 


0> 






*A ft- x> 












A-» CO 


> — 






0 c 


0 <o 






c 0 










CI c: j= 






CI 


(A 




CO CO 


0> 






e Si 








3 


CO 0 


Ol 




sz ^ 








u 0> 










o> 


at 






ft- 


ft. 






co 0 


CO 






1 . 








^ CO 


0 




CM 4-? 








W Op 


w (0 


P 




« 01 




(A 




XI u 


^0 














rri 0> 


cn k. 


r° 




CM 


CM a 






f 


1 


c 




0 OJ 


0 01 


0 




E 


— -C 






0> 




4-* 


• 


* 0> 




cx 


01 


0 


U ft. 




-a 


01 o> 


o> 0 




CO 


cn 


<A -0 


e 



f 

«A 
0> 
3 

cr 01 01 
4^ c 

<A CO O 

o > 
O — CO 

> O. (A 
0^ 

ft- c — 

CX CO 4^ 

u — 
o ^ 

o u 

U C CO. 
01 

J CA 
(/) 

C O 

CO c o 

O X 

Mb. U 

— 4-^ <A 



t 

•mm C9 

O (A CO 0> 
0» ^ 
0> tl "O CO 

"O o> 
o> -o 

(A ^ 3 



c 
o 



3 (0 
O 0^ 

0> CO 
«A 

— C 
ft- 

* • ^ 

o cn 

<A 
C 01 
CO 1? 



O 4^ 

C CO 

— c 

C CA 

CO 01 

CO 

o 

0) 4-^ 

CO CO 

c a 



o> 
> 
o 
u 



c 

a 

r -o 
ft. 

E O 
0> ^ 

4-» ft. 

CO 
0> X 



tA lA 
01 CO 
O UI 
O w 





1 
















CO 






CO 


(A 














4^ 


"5 


C 




c 








CO 


ft. 






4^ 








tit 




0» 




JQ 


>^ 


ft. 




3 ^ 


CA 


0> 








0> 




ft. 


CO 


C jC 


0 








01 




4^ 


ft. 




ft* 


o> 




0> 


CO 




ft. 


cnx 


4-» 


0> 


CO 






XI 


<M 


4-1 


0> 


E 


C 


«A 




3 


CO 


CO 


< 


C 


> 


UI 



CO ft- 
<3> 0> 

05 X 

^ o 

3 

iu o 
o > 

o 

c: 

0» <A 

^ c 

CO <0 
CL — 

4-» ft. 

<A CO 
3 3 



f 



0> CO 
-O o> 
ft. 
(A CO 
0> 

ft. C 

c ^ 

0) CO 
ft. 

CL *J 
— CA 
O C 
0> O 

E 





» 




t 




on 




T« C 
U 0> 


u« (0 


u 




A» E 








0 c 


*^ 0> 


CO 






C iA 






0» c^ 


0> 3 






> CA 




0 




CO 0 -0 


&o 






S o> C 


CO Tl 




3 


x: 


CO 




C3» 




01 




C 0 


-0 o> 


4^ 




0 «4- 


— tj 


(A 




— U 


3 — 


C 




C 


0 0 






* U 9> 






Cw 


0 CO 0> 




4^ 




X ^ <0 




C 


u 


4^ 


CO lil 


CO 


CO 


u c -~ 


-c — 


ft. 


u 


0 q CO 


3 X 




U. U 4J 



X 
(A 



O O- 
X C 

u — 

(A 01 
01 
(A XI 

0 £ 

-O CO 
ft. 

01 9 

o. 



t ^ 

■ am 

ft. (A 
Q. ft. 

tJ x: 
c u 

CO 

*— 
X O ^ 
U O 4> 
O JZ *^ 

o c 

CO «A 3 

a Q 

C 4^ <A 

(0 CO — 



CA 0> C 

— CO 

O E o>' 

X — 

o cn— 

«A c 01 
•^ w 

tmt 4^ 

CO c 

1. O 0) 

CO c cx 
fit Id 

O i. o 

CA CO 4-9 

CO 



ERIC 



239 





• 

(A 




o 


1 




c 




o 


*> 


u 


o 


c 


V. 




Ql 




1. 




a> 




x: 






o 


O 


c 




c 








u 








♦J 








jO 


c 










(A 








>* 


<A 



C 3 

o ^ 
cr c 

(A CD 

o 

O 

uT ^ 

0) (A 

-Q — 
(A 
* (A 
O O 

2: a. 



O 
2! 



C 

o 



Ul 



I. 

o 



(A 



OL 
O 



a. 



a. 



a* 















•o 




* 




c 
















*> 






J 






o 


c 






(A 








• 








OL 




V 










(A 


c u 


c 






a> 




o c 




C 




(A 


U 






o 






rvl 


^ 4^ 

<9 CA 


(A 


dtf 












u 






(A 


§L o 




3 




o 


(A 

E 


<A 4^ 

C 








1 


09 


CO 4-» 










U 






il 






o» 


4^ » 










o 


1 '-n 


(A 


1 








^ -Q 


o 






o. 


\0 3 


CL 










w lA 


E 














• 














W 






ON ^ 


(A 


c\ 






(A a> 


c 




3 






a> CM U 


o 


CM 


cr 


1 


o 


1 (9 




1 


a> 


o 


a> 


O 




o 






a 


^ ^ c 


« 








(A 


> — 






(A 


• 












u 






5 


6 


U 


a> 


x: 








<P 


</> 













(A a» 

> JC ^ 

4) 01 

~ s 

«A 4a 

CO 4) <0 

O 41 U 

,M- 3 

o| 

ci * a> 

c 

c o a> 

— — X 

m 3 



to >>^ 

* <o < 

0> tA 

<^ 4> 

CM W 

t ^ 

O 3 

^ a- 
o 

a> ^ 

</> o 



3 
#^ 
(0 

> a. 

x: (A 

<0 

O x: 
XI u 

(0 (A 



I 

c 
o 

0) 

w 
u 

o 

c 

I 

I 



<n o 

CM — 
I 4^ 

0 CO 
^ o 

- 3 

u a> 

<^ o 

<M 

1 u 
o u 
0^ CO 

o 

U 



C 

o 



o 

-O <a| 
41 4^ 
O 
— 

<a| <a 
10 

O ^ 

• x> o 

tA O 

> x: 
CO a 

C CA 

O 

*m CO 

4> c 

O a> 

C 

c 

<0 4^ 



(0 


4^ 




t 


(A 


CO 




(A O 


x: E 


4> JC 


u 


4> "O 


^ o> 




CO 








o 


U C • 




(0 (A 


X) 




4> 


U 




<0 4> 






c 


O 44 c/> 




O JC ^ 


o 


a. c 


8 o 


o o x: 




o o 


x: o >0 


4-» 


C i> 


O </>• JC i- 


2 




lA 


3: O 










4-» 


44 CA <0 


0> 


O O 


CA 


(0 O <l\ 


*J o 


^ o a» 


C 


4-» x: 




O jO 


O 


U 4> CM 


> c 






O 1 


— O 






CL C O 


w 






CA CO 


Q. ^ 






C JC 




3 (0 


4) 


CO 4-» • 


O *3 


O x: 4^ 


x: 


u 


CA ^ 












O CO JC 


x> 




C 


-M JC a\ 






CO 


41 4-^ c 






u 


CA O CM 




(A 
♦4 
C 

4^ 4^ f 
CO ^ 

x: 3 u 



o 

CO 



CA 44 

~ i. 

O ^ CO 
O 4> 

U 4^ 4> 
CA O CA 

o 

41 41 ^ 

44 g 4^ 

CO O 
> CA C 

CO 

U CA JC 
£X 4> 44 

CO 4> 



CA 

C Cw 

%s 

4> Xi 
-O — 

4) 

x: ^ 
^ 4) 

c 

c 

^ E 
0> CO 
C fc- 
— O) 

4^ O 

41 

CL 



CA 

5 u o 
<0 O 
J> sz 

44 O 

3 4> 10 
O > 

o 

44 44 ~ 

4> 4> X» 
C — 3 

C ^ C3L 

o S cr 



c^ 

CA 

-u o 
0 x: 

C CA 
4) 

44 U 

K 4> 

> 
4) 



4> U CO 

JC C Ol CO > 

44 ^ C CA — 

U CA U 

^ « c g a 

O' (0 0 o 

^ U Ol C 44 



1 


CA 






41 




4> 


x: 




U 


CA 




& 












X) 


u 


x: 


CD 


(9 


44 


44 


o 




CA 


x> 




0 


c 


CA -O 


o 


44 


C 




u 


CO 


44 


41 




m 


i. 




44 


U 


44 


C 


c 


CA 


8 


41 


C 








CD 




O 




1 


JC 






a: 


CO 





0 
0 
U 

*— e* 

"O CA 

e% 

CO U 
i- CA 

O 4J) 

u *<- 
4> 

>- C 

CT' 0 

X3 



ERIC 



O c I 

* I- CL 



(0 



4^ C 



c c 



W 3 

CT 



o 

(A O 



<9 

o 

c o 

JZ AC 

^ 8 



O 3 

U O 

o 

Iff ^ o 

4-» 3 ~ 

> O ^ 

l» ^ 
C ^ 

0]) V 01 
JO ^ — 

C E 

2 -A < 



XI 

c 

C > 

x: E 











c 


t0 






o 










4^ 






r • 








•— » 








c 




O 




















a> 


*-» x> 




x> 




te 








o 




c: 


JC 






a> 


K 


w 




4^ 


Ul 




c 


(/> 




tA 


O 


•~ 


ut 


a> 




CA 




u 


4-> 


C 






u 


o 


■o 




u 






(A 


c 


JC 








u 


c 
























to 













240 



E 
< 



a. 



Ui 



a. <x 
o- a. 



o. 

id 



a. 



CL 
id 

a. 



I 



0% 

d 
I 

o 







• 


in 


4^ 






c 


• 




a> 




x: 


u 


4-1 


tf> 






O. 






2 


u 


O 






x: 






o 




c 


u> 










1 


JC 






u 




u 






t> 


JC 






3: 


> 




t 




o 












E 






w 






O 




E 




CM 






1 


a> 


C 


o x> 














• 








u 


m 




O JC 








• 



c 

E 
3 
U 

o 

JC 



o 





1 








(9 






(A 


























4) 






4> 






i 








'o 












> 














s: 


























o 


U 






a 




4^ 










c 




(A 


c 




c 






01 






<A 














8 


a 




tu 














> 












4-» 






-o 




l« 




U 


1. 










tA 










3 




O 


O 






« 










1. 




O 




4^ 








a 




C 






o 








<V 


<0 




















Q> 




(A 


4i* 




lA 




c 


i 






> 




cn 




C 


<i 






4-4 


o 




CA 








ID 




4> 


1. 






CA 






«> 








1. 












O 






4-> 














o 




o 


U 








(A 


c 




> 










0 




(A 








1 










a 




■o 


X> 


c 


(9 










1 




t 


t 




1 


4> 


(9 


1 
















^«*^ 






. <A 








J3 












lA 




IN. 


<0 


4^ 


lA 


> 


o 




(A 




3 






c 




£ 






1 






4^ 


• 




• 


• 


O 


* 




* 


• 


a 




C 














O 


x: 








«^ 










cn 4M 




c 


4-» 


a> 


<n 


c 




41 




«^ 




J? 










o 


CM 


3 


CM 


a 


CM 


CM 


t 






>. 


CM 


CM 


•««* 


1 




t 




1 


1 


a> 


1 


XI 


1 


1 


4-» 


o 


«A 


O 


o 


O 


o x> 


o 






O 




o 










(A 
















-p 




c 




■o 




C 




lA 






u 






u 






to 






«> 


• 






• 


(A 


<A 


• 


O 


• 




u 


Ol 


O 


a 




— u 




o 




3 


u 


o 


o 






09 


a> 




a> JC • 


'IS 




<0 






a> 




€A 


4«* 


(/> 






«A l/> 


iA 


o 


0 


(/» 


w 





o 








w 




t 




4J» i9 








(9 




1. 




x: (A 












(A 








Ol 








JC 








(A 




4^ 




1. 












c E 












o 




4^ 




sz 




lA 




o 






<A 




K P 


m 
•» 






4) C 








1. 




U 4J» 










O 




1 


x> — 


a 






Z> Z 


E 


§ 


0) 









o> t 

W C 3 

x: s <A 
u $ 

3 »- 

O "O — 
> 

(9 O 

O 

O 0> 

«4* 4-f 

I. CO 

0> I- u 

x: o> — 

4-^ x: ^ 

4J tA 

4«» O ^ 44 

(A U C 

3 ^ 0> 0> 
£ O U 19 



1 




0> 




3 




cn 




(0 




> 




u 




o 








Xl 








o 




> 




0) 




4-» 




3 




4-* 










C^ 


(A 


(A 




<A 


(A 


0> 




c 



I 

c 



241 



>■ 











(A 4-^ O 






4-* C C 






<A a> 






Q U (A 






U <Q C 






a. 






O a> 






^ >^ £ 


















^ >^ w 












*^ 






E U c 














• 




— lA 












a> 






-Q lA 






(9 a> 31 












O u O 


19 


o 


I* 3 V 


> 






<9 



C E 

12 

o o 
u 

M- ft. 

o 

<A — 
C Jl 
O >A 

(A 01 

o c: 
O 

O O. 4^ 
2 </> <A 



CM 



t 

CD 

cn • 
c o 
• ^ ^ 

(A 

a— 

£X 4-» >^ 

Q> 3 e 



4-P Ql U 



N 



o 

4^ 

< 



4^ 

C9 



4-» o 



o 

qn 4^ 

J> > m 

jQ t4« • 19 
O. JO (A i/> < 



E 
< 



ft. 
ft. 



ft* 



ft. 

to 
o 



Ul 



I 

LA 
t 



(9 
C 

o 



(0 
> 

c 

<9 

<A 
4^ 



I 



c 

o a> 




I 

c 



o 






4-* 








(A 










lA 




c 


O 




i 


U 






C 






O 




C 








44 






<9 




u 


4^ 












o 






Ol 




3 


tA 




CA 


C 




1 


<9 


(A 




U 


4^ 


NO 


4^ 


C 






0» 


• 


# 


1. 






«9 


<n 




a 








CM 




>. 


t 






O 








il 


F 






i» 








o 






<9 


3 




a 


O 



i I 
c a> 

<9 T> 

CA O 
4^ O 

4^ 

C <A >^ 

a> o> 
*u ^ 

IJ^ li> 

14- 

3 — CA 
(A 3 *- 

I- u 

0> O 0> 

-C c 

4-^ (A *— O 

-XJ s o 

0) »- C X 
i9 4> U 
< -O tA 















1 












c 






<9 






(9 


x: 








-o 


4^ 


4-t 


O 


>^ O 


1. 


(A 






(9 


4^ 


o 




*i 


C 


cx 






4> 




o 




lA 


44 


c 


<A 




>. 44 


1. 


a> 




44 


u 


(A 


<9 




c 


19 


c 




*u 






0> 










3 


o> 




44 




0) 




<9 


c 


(A 


u. 


"a 


4> «>* 




o 


i9 


3 




lA 






Ul 


lA 


3 




<9 


4i 






o> 


o — 


1. 


<9 


c 


0> 


4^ JC 


0> 


4J» 




1. 


1. 


tA 


•o 


U 




0> 


o 


44 L. 


0> 


s. 




JC 




U ^ 








4-» 


tA 


01 




<A 


'o 




-o 


o. o 


4^ 


C 


O 


0> 




CA JZ 


(A 


(9 


JC 




<9 


01 u 


3 


l» 


u 


< -o 


U <A 


s: 


44 


(A 





C 




1 01 






^ P 






— 3 


<A 




CA 


0> 




— O 






CA v. 


44 




0» A4 






c 


3 






o% 










o o> ja 




JQ 


E 




0) 






u 






c c 


0> 




01 o> 


> 


na 




0) 


c 


o 


cn 


> — 


tA 


i9 


01 


0 


3 




1. 


at 


c > 




c 


19 — 


o 




O 4-> 


44 



















f 


1 


0> 


1 




O 


c 




3 


<9 


c 


0> 


u 


44 


u 


c 






(9 






c 


0) *^ 


44 






0) 


44 44 


U> 


"a 


»- 




3 r9 


a 




O 


44 


44 


< 








3 






u» 


A4 \0 


U 


tA 


S 


O 


CA rsi* 




C 






C t 


44 


o 


«A 


1 


— o 


O 








— o 


OJ 


(A 


1. 


44 


0> 


c 




O 


tA Jd * 4^ 


c 


> 






u 


o 


o 


01 


CA 


4^ 0) XI 


o 




1 




C tA — 




ft. 




0) 




i. 




(A 


> 


iu^ 


0» 








OS Ul 


X 


1. 


C 


44 




44 


o 


(9 




O C <A 


o 


44 


O 


> 


3 to 



0) 

4J 
Al 
I > 
0) — 
U I. 

— cx 

3 

cr JC 
0) 01 



<9 <9 
Q) 44 
0) CA 
^ 0> 

0> O 

U 4p4 (w 

<Q rr 

(A O 
44 44 O 

<9 C X[ 

£ Si ^ 

> £ «A 



ERLC 



c 
O 

















in 




















4> C 






3 












iO 








































a> 




• 












c 










■ MB 




















u» 






a 




u. 






CQ 






















(A 






c 


CO 


9 




> to 






«^ 

«7 










O 




^ c 


C 




r\ 










sz 




(O O 
















t 1 




u 




> 












lA 




O 




■ IIH 
























(A 








«> 


O 


0) 




<9 




























o 


8 




w 






<0 








1. 




> 




c o 


> 










c 






C 






O) 










P 




o 




u 


9> 


«» 






iA 




u 








(A 


(A 


















a) 


o 










u 








>- 





















242 



3 



jE 



IT 

o 



E 



• 

Ui 



I 

NO 
t 









1 




























1 


> 




c 








0> 


c 




3 


3 






.2 












«A 






JC 


















cn -o 


u 


4m» 




JC 


cn o 


01 




0> 




0> 


3 


CO 






c 








> 


cn 


in 


w. 








c 














4^ 






0> 


• 








> 




in 


















o 


O 


a 






(0 


* 


o 




0> ^ 




c 






i 










1. 


O 


Q, 




i 








• 












i. 












3 




o 












• 


ja 




4^ 


c 




























<o 






01 












0) 










c 




• 


***** 


1. 


1. 




-C 


c 












cn 




O 




4dP 




















0> 








4-» 








• JO 








0> 




cn J3 


a. 


• 


O 


m 




1 




4^ 






o 








> JC 








«9 












u 










CX 1. 


a> 










3 






o 






> 


0) 








(A 












JO 






8 


O 


1 




cn 




u 






x: 




• 


u 




cn 




OL 


"i 




o 


u 






o 


3 


0> 








c 




in 


]d 














\o 




u 




3 


«^ 




§ 




CL 




<M 


a» 


0 


u 


CL 


CM 






W 






1 


x: 


M 






1 


c 


in 


(0 


in 


m 


O 


4^ 








o 




«0 


o> 


4^ 


1- 








M 


O 








0) 


c 


to 






C 








0> 


in 


1. 


0) 






C 




CL 




• 




4-» 




"D 


o 


U 




0> 


§ 


u 


ID 


c 




3 




01 


0> 




C 






4^ 


0^ 




4-^ 


u 


CO 


E 






4^ 


CO 








in 


in 





|0> 






lin 








• 




C 


• 


(0 






-C 




• 


in 


> 








0> 


0> 




4^ 


1. 


4^ 


(9 


0) 


c 


4^ 






in 








1 


0> 


cn 










0> 


Ic 


• 




4^ 


U 


o 




01 






in 














3 


cn 


x: 


a 




4n» 




O 




o> 


o 


o> 


o> 


JC 




1. 


o 


UI 


I4-* 


cn 


0> 


0> 


2r 












OS 








4-^ 






1. 




is 


< 







i 

c 

0) 



cn 



c 

01 

£ 

C 
0> 



x: 

4^ 



cn c 

c ^ 

— 3 

•O in 

c u 

0> 3 

4> Ol 

4-* 

<o cn 

in O 

^ O 

C JZ 

o> o 

3 

4^ 4> 

in 4u 

(O 



e 

U CD 

oi*o 

O 3 
I. 

OL P 
C 
c — 

o 

4^ 

<0 

I- o 

4^ 4n# 

C 0> 

Q 3 

£ C 

0» — 

-t> 4-» 

c 

o o 

4^ P 



I 

E 

E c 
O 

~ 4-» 

CO 
CO ^ 
TJ 3 

CX 
0> E 
Ol Q 
10 Uk 
I. - 
0> OL 
> — 
<0 -C 

u 
C 01 






t 












• 

cn 










c 


cn 




0> 






• 




1 


0> 1 




«0 




t 


4^ 










c: 


> P E CM 


c 


1. 


'o 


3 


CO 










to 


0 01 CO 


o 


1 (0 


O 


4^ 


4^ 










4^ 






O 3 






in 






O 




jn 


CO c o» — 


4^ 


1- cn 


P 


4^ 














o o 


3 


Ol 


cn 


cn 


O 






0> 






T» O tr. 14- 


4-» 






c 


in 






in 




T> 


0> O. O 




C 4^ 


P 


O 








3 




c 


cn x: 


4.4 


o — 




P 


CO 


J 




(D 




CO 


— 4^* CX 4nP 


cn 




















CO *— p 


c 


4^ 


J9 




0> 


0> 










^ S x < 


o 


CO 0» 


3 


'Jo 












*in 


cn 


o 


1- U 


Ol 


1. 


CO 






4«* 




cn 


cn c i. c 




4-^ 01 




01 




o> 


c 


c 


c 


o> 


0) O CO O 


4^ 


cn u- 


0) 




cn 


0» 


o 




O 


c 




3 




0» 




0> 


in 




i 




0> 


$A ^ O *^ 


P 


is 


u 




3 




4i# 


JC 


4^ 


3 


cn p CO 






«4- 




cn 


1 


3 


cn 


3 


cn 


0)1 P N 


4^ 


o c 




c 


in 




4^ 




4^ 


C9 




P 










cn 












0» 




o 


*<0 




0> 


4^ 


JQ 


4.4 




cn O 4^» O 


c 


cn E 




4^ 


c 


3 


in 


CO 


in 




X? P 3 X 


c 


CD CO 


0> 


1. 


o 


cn ^ 


c 


4-4 


c 


0) 


i. u 


o 


O i- 


01 


0> 




cn <0 


O 


cn 


O 


01 


CO C — 3 


o 




4^ 




44 


0» 


o 


UI 


o 


CO 


^ 4^ < 












TP 












• 










0» 


• 




















u. 


< 











243 







5 






> 








c 


C 






*~ 


^ l» 






«0 


(A 




U> 


l» 


w 




3 


3 


c 


o» 


fX 








ti ^ 


(A 


01 














w » 




* 


(A 


c — 


c 


0 <9 4> 


•'J IS 






E 


E 


Ol 0) 


Tl jC 






< Ok 




fO 41 i» 


3 




0 


X S 


• 


x: ^ 










• 


C 3 


Ul 




2 m (9 



E 



X 
Ui 



O 



a. 



t 
I 











1. 






41 




en 






c 




cn 


0 




41 








4^ 






(A 




4> 


4> 




U 


3 


J 


C 












c 




C 






41 ^ 


u 


4^ 




4) 


K 






4) 


C 


4) 




4> 


Lu 


4^ 


S 4> 






c u> 






u c 


4> 


i 


41 4> 






> 






0 4> 


0 


.2 





4^ 



a. O ^ 

ou 4> 

CA (9 4> 
C <9 

I. c a 
3 o — 

4^ c 

— »- c o 

Ul m ^ 4> 
4-^ 4> 3 

sc 01 JC cr 



I 

w> 

3 
•4- 

o »- 
4^ -a 

c 

o — 
4^ to 

(0 0 

u 
(A 



c 

c 

(X o 
a> 4»> 

JC tfl 
4> 
O 3 

cr 
«A ^ 

C (9 

O o> 

— 4> 



E a. 

-g id 
< A. 

• JC 
X Oft 



«9 
^ 4» 
3 4-» 
0> 9 
4> O. 
t. 

U 



iU C O 



i 

JC 
O f 
3 C 

0 4) 

> a* 

E 

4> O 

01 4> 

i > 

^- O 

— £L 
41 O 

4^ 

— -o 

h» 4) 

N 

C — 
(9 ft- 
O 4) 



U 

3 • 

flues 
— I 

£Z O 
(A — 
I. 

^ J 

0 4> 

01 O 

0 C 
4-» <9 
<9 3 

01 01 





€»• 




4^ 




M 




<9 


41 


i» 




4J» 


C 




C9 


§ 


u 


P 






?r 


<9 


c 


41 


4> 




cn 




C9 


4> 




> 






<9 ^ 


u 




4> 


<• 






4> 


01 




C 


C 


««* 

w 


<9 


3 


0 





o 

ERIC 



244 



Post & Pratt 

Attorneys at Law 

Avon Park North, Avon, Connecticut 06001 
(203) 678-1555 

April n» 197^ 



Mrs. Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator 

East Hartford Public Schools 

no Long Hill Drive 

East Hartford, Connecticut 06108 

Dear Mrs. Klein: 

As requested we have examined the Connecticut Statutory requirements 
for private schools. The requirements are few and the following are gener- 
al ly appl i cable: 

1. A private school must report certain data to the Connecticut State 
Department of Education. See enclosed copy of Sec. 10-188 of Conn. Gen. 
Stat, as amended. 

2. A private school shall provide course* in citizenship specified 
in Sec. 10-18 of Conn. Gen. Stat, as amended, a copy of which is enclosed. 
It should be noted that by its terms but for no apparent reason, this sec- 
tion is not applicable to proprietary or profit making schools. 

3. Private schools must comply with state and local fire, building, 
zoning and health laws. 

k. The medium of instruction normally required in private elementary 
schools is the English language. See Sec. 10-17 of Conn. Gen. Stat., a 
copy of which is enclosed. 

5. Sec. 10-184 of Conn. Gen. Stat., a copy of which is enclosed, re- 
quires parents to see that their children receive "equivalent instruction 
in studies taught in public school". This provision could be interpreted 
so as to require private schools to meet numerous standards in order that 
parents would comply. To date this has been administratively interpreted 
by the Connecticut State Department of Education to require only: 

a) 1 80 school days of 4 hours or fewer number of days 
with longer hours. 

b) Courses in alcohol, tobacco, and drugs. See Sec. 2, 
P. A. No. 73-632, a copy of which is enclosed. 
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Mrs. Frances Klein 
Project Coordinator 



April 11, 197^ 
Page Two 



There is no requirement that private schools be accredited or approved 
by the Connecticut State Department of Education. On a purely voluntary 
basis, private schools may obtain Department approval and for purposes of 
gaining acceptance in the community they ''o so. it has been in the interest 
of both the Department of Education and private schools to work on a coopera" 
tive basis. 

The information obtained for this letter is based on our review of the 
applicable statutory provisions and telephone conversations with Nelson Farquhar 
Executive Director of Connecticut Association of Independent Schools (236-39^6) 
and John M. Harrington, Bureau of Evaluation and Educational Services, Connec- 
ticut State Department of Education (566-335^). I am enclosing additional 
material furnished by Mr. Harrington. I know both men would be glad to answer 
additional questions. 




Laurence 0. Pratt, Jr. 



LOP/bw 
Ends. 



Sec. 10-188. Private schools and instruction. Attendance of children at a 
school other than a public school shall not be regarded as compliance with the 
laws of the state requiring parents and other persons having control of children 
to cause them to attend school, unless the teachers or persons having control 
of such school keep a register of attendance in the form and manner prescribed 
by the state board of education for the public schools, which register shall, at 
all times during school hours, be open to the inspection of the secretary and 
agents of the state board of education, and make such reports and returns con- 
cerning the school under their charge to the secretary of the state board of edu- 
cation as are required from boards of education concerning the public schools, 
except that no report concerning finances shall be required. The secretary of 
the state board of education shall furnish to the teachers or persons having 
charge of any school, on their request, such registers and blanks for returns 
as may be necessary for compliance with the provisions of this section. (1949 
Rev., S. 1449.) 

Cif«l U7 C 174; 149 C 7» 



Sec. 10-18. Courses in United States history, government and duties and 
responsibilities of citizenship, (a) All high, preparatory, secondary and elementary 
schools, public or private, whose property is exempt from taxation, shall pro- 
vide a program of United States history, including instruction in United States 
government at all levels, and in the duties, responsibilities, and rights of United 
States citizenship. No student shall be graduated from any such school who 
has not been found to be familiar with said subjects. 

(b) The state board of education shall, upon request by a board of education, 
make samples of materials available for use in the schools required to teach 
the courses provided for in this section, with supplementary materials for such 
use. 

(c) The boaru of education of each school district and the board of trustees, 
board of governors or other regulatory body of each such public or private 
school shall file with the secretary of the state board of education a copy of 

such courses in United States history, government, and citizenship, and annu- 
ally, on or before August first, shall file any modification or adjustments in such 
courses of study with said secretary. 

(1949 Rev.. S. 1352-1357; 1959, P.A. 411, S. 2, 3; 1971. P.A. 758.) 



Sec. 10-17. English language to be medium of instruction. Exception. The 
medium of instruction and administration in ail public and private elementary 
schools shall be the English language, except that instruction as provided in 
sections 10-I7a and I0-I7b may be given in any language other than English 
to any pupil who, by reason of foreign birth, ancestry or otherwise, e;cperiences 
difficulty in reading and understanding English. ('949 Rev. S. 1351; 1971. P.A. 
432. S. 1.) 
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CHAPTER 168 

SCHOOL ATTENDANCE AND EMPLOYMENT OF CHILDREN 

Sec. 10-184. Duties of parents. All parents and those who have the care of 
children shall bnng them up in some lawful and honest employment and instruct 
them or cause them to be instructed in reading, writing, spelling, English gram- 
mar, geography, arithmetic and United States history and in citizenship, indud- 
mg a study of the town, state and federal governments. Each parent Or other 
person havmg control of a child over seven and under sixteen years of age shall 
cause such child to attend a public day school regularly during the hours and 
terms the public school in the district wherein such child resides is in session, 
or while the school is in session in which provision for the instruction of such 
child IS made according to law, unless the parent or person having control of 
such child IS able to show that the child is elsewhere receiving equivalent 
instruction in the studies taught in the public schools. Children over fourteen 
years of age shall not be subject to the requirements of this section while law- 
fully employed at labor at home or elsewhere; but this provision shall not permit 
such children to be irregular in attendance at school while they are enrolled 
as pupils nor exempt any child who is enrolled as a member of a school from 

any rule concerning irregularity of attendance enacted by the board of education 
having control of the school. (1949 Rev.. S. 1445; 1959. P.A. 198, S. 1.) 

. "l^f*t h«ve the ewe of chOdren" equivaleitt to puentt or euv«MS. $9 C. 489. SiMute to icotive • tibcr«I oommw> 

md CM find. «iui«*>ent diewhere. 147 C. 374. Ciud. 148 C. V*: mC.VO 
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ISOO PUBLIC ACTS - 1973 SkSSION P.A, No, 7«32 

Substitute Seoate Bill Bo» 2244 

PUBLIC ACT KO. 73-632 

Al ACT COVCBBBIIG IBB TEACBIIG CP TBI IPfECTS CP 
0B06S Zl TBI PUBLIC SC600LS« 



Be it enacted bj the Seoate aod Bouse of 
BepcesentatiTes in Geueral Iseeibly ccovened: 

Section 1. Section 10-1«6 of the 1971 
noncttialative suppleeeot to the general statutes^ 
as amended by section 2 cf susbec 20U of the 
public acta of 1972^ ie repealed and the follcving 
is Bubstituted in lien thereof: The state board 
of education napr in accordance with TBIS ACT ABC 
such regulations as it prescribes^ grant a 
certificate of qualification to teach or to 
superpise in any public school in the state and 
say rer «ke the sase# £i prc^gras shall be 
developed by January 1^ 1973, providing for 
internships in certifiable pcsiticns, evaluation 
of the perforsance of such itterns by persons the 
state board specifies, and such eguivalencies and 
alternates to present certification regsireients 
acceptable fros persons vith bachelors degrees 
free approved colleges as the board deess 
secetsary or desirable, said board shall report 
OS sai4 progras to the joint standing cossittee on 
education.] The certificate of gualif ication 
issued under this section shall be accepted by 
boards of education in lieu cf any ether 
certificate, provided additional gualif icat ions 
say be required by a board of education, in which 
case the state certificate shall be accepted for 
such subjects as it includes. Bo certificate to 
teach OB TO SOPESVISE shall be granted to any 
person who has not passed a satisfactory 
esaaination[, or been legally ereapted therefrcs,] 
in hygiene, and the effects of nicotine or 
tobacco, alcohol and £ controlled} drugs, as 
PSOVXOBD XI SBCTIOB 2 OP TBIS ACT [defined in 
section 19-*<I43, on health, character, and 
personality developsent. The state board of 
education and the cosiissicn for higher education 
in consultation vith the cosaissioner of sental 
health shall develop educational progress for the 
training of teachers, adsinistrators and guidance 
personnel vith reference to the effects of 
nicotine or tobacco, alcohol and controlled 
drugs). 

Sec. 2. Section 1C-19 cf the 1971 
noncuBulative supplesent to the general statutes 
is repealed and the follovirg is substituted io 
lieu thereof: The effect of alcohol, of nicotine 
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or tobacco aad of £ controlled} izQre, as defioed 
In SOBDIflSIOH (17) OF section <9-iia3 CF THE 
GEIBBAL SIATOXBS, IS IfllMEED, on b«alth. 
Character, citizenship and personalit; developient 
shall be taogbt ever; acadeaic year to pupils in 
all gs^ades in the public schools; and, in teaching 
such subjects, teitbocfcs and snch other nateiials 
as are necessary shall be used, state f colleges] 
IBSTITCIIOMS OF HZGIiEB ECOCITICB shall give 
instruction on the [subject] SDBJECIS prescribed 
io this section and concerning the best aetfaods of 
teaching the sane. The state board of education 
and the coaaission (of] FCB higher education in 
consultation with the coaaissioner of aental 
health ABD THB DBOG ADflSOBI COaBCII shall develop 
[educational} health ECDCAliOH prograas for 
eleaentary and secondary schools and for the 
training of te&chers, adainistratcrs and guidance 
personnel »ith reference to the effects of 
nicotine or tobacco, alcohol and [controlled] 
drugs. 

Sec. 3. (MBH) On and after sep£eaber 1, 1974, 
all state institutions of higher education shall 
offer a prograa of inforaaticc ccncerning drogs, 
as defined in subdivision (17) of section 19->(ia3 
of the general statutes, as aaended, and 
instruction in the use and the relationships of 
such drugs to health and personality developaent, 
and in procedures for discouraging their abuse, 
which prograas shall be coordinated with those 
developed under section 2 of this act, and no 
certificate to teach or supervise shall be granted 
by the state board of education to teachers, 
adainistratcrs or guidance personnel aho have not 
satisfactorily passed an exaaioation in such a 
prograa. 

Sec. 4. (BEf ) (a) ihc board of educaticn of 
every school district shall by Septeaber 1, I97a, 
provide an in-service training prograa for its 
teachers, adainistrators and guidance personnel 
who hold the provisional or standard certificate. 
Such prograa shall be approved by the state board 
o£ education, and shall provide such teachers, 
adainistrators and guidance personnel with 
inforaation as to the nature and the relationship 
of drugs as defined in subdivision (17) of section 
19»<I43 of the general statutes, as aaended, to 
health and personality developaent, and procedures 
for discouraging their abuse. 

(b) The board of education of every school 
district shall establish an cn-going prograa on 
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Parent Interview Flash Card 
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Teacher Interview Flash Card 
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ATTITUDES OF PARENTS AND PROFESSIONAL STAFF TOWARD 
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'^ROBER'TJ. CAHILL, Ph.D. 
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PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE 
Percent Response to Each Item 
N 2, 083 



!• The statements that follow are often made by people abouc schools and 
education in general. Would you indicate how strongly you agree or 
disagree with each of these statements by circling: one of the answers 
that appear below* 

Strongly Don • t Strongly 

Agree Agree Know Disagree Disagree 



Most parents should have 
a choice f»bout the kinds 
of schools their children 
attend. 



53% 
1 



35% 
2 



2% 
3 



4% 
5 



How schools are organized 
should be left to professional 
educators, not parents. 



23% 37% 5% 23% 11% 

1 2 3 h 5 



Giving parents a choice about 
the schools their children 
attend will make educators 
more responsive to their 
complaints and suggestions. 



25% 36% 16% 16% 6" 

1 2 3k 5 



Parents who choose to send 
their children to private 
schools should receive 
financial aid from the 
government . 



23% 13% 5% 26% 33% 

1 2 3 U 5 



Parents should have nio.ie 
to say about what their 
children learn in school. 



27% 39% 8% 22% 4% 

1 2 3 U 5 



Children will get a better 
education if their parents 
can select the schools 
they attend. 



16% 25% 21% 29% 9% 

1 2 3 h 5 
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2. I would send my child to a non-neighborhood school if I thought its 
proeram was better, for him and if free transportation were provided. 
Please circle your response. 

Yes No Undecided 

58% 24% 17% 

3. Taking everything together, do you think giving parents a choice between 
different types of programs is a very good idea « a good idea , a fair idea 

^ p p pr idea ? Please circle your response. 

Very good idea 1 33^ 

Good idea 2 31% 

Fair idea 3 15% 

Poor idea k 12% 

No opinion 5 9% 

1». Circle the school/s that your child (children) attend. 



Barnes 


Pitkin 


Burnside 


Second North 


Center 


Silver Lane 


Goodwin 


Slye 


Hockanum 


South Grammar 


Langford 


Stevens 


Mayberry 


Sunset 


McCartin 


Willovbrook 


Norris 


Woodland 


O'Brien 


E. H. H. S. 


O'Connell 


Penney 
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EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OFFICE OF TKE SUPERINTENDENT 



April 18» 1974 



Dear Parent: 

This letter is intended to serve as an introduction of 

who is conducting interviews 

of parents of children enrolled in school in East Hartford. 

All responses to questions will be machine processed and 
will be strictly anonymous. Please answer as honestly as 
possible . 

We appreciate your cooperation, and thank you for your 
assistance . 

Very truly yours, 

Eugene A. Diggs 
Superintendent of Schools 

FLH :das 
4/18/74 
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PARENT INTERVIEW 
Percent Response to Each Item 
N= 206 

1. Is the information you have just read, similar to what you have heard about 

the expanded open enrollment program called Extending Parents Choice? (check one) 

79% Yes 

5% No What have you heard differently ^ . 
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16% I have heard very little. Most of this information is new to roe. 

2. What are the sources f^om which you have heard about this program? 
(check all that apply; 

432 Hartford Times and Clourant 

432 E. Hartford Gazette 

372 E. Hartford Croisroads 

342 Neighbors and frioiidj- 

952 Material from the School Dcpai»tmc.it 

3. Did you receive a brochure entitled Extending Parents* Choice? (Sec sample 
shown by interviewer) Ycf. 79% No 21% 

Have you had time to read it? Yes 71% No 2q% 

Answer questions 4-19 according to the following code. (Please answer all questions.) 

1 = strongly agree; 2 = agicc; S = disagree; 4 = strongly disagree 

Place your answer in the space provid»>d n«\vt to each question. 

4. The overall qunlity of the E. Hnrtford Public Schools is excellent. 

1= 11%, 2= 64%, 3= 22%, 4= 3% 
5. My child is doinjj about as well in his present school as t can expect 
he would do in any other in E. Hnrtfo>*d. 
1- 26%, 2= 60%, 3= 11%, 4- 3% 

^ 6. A community r.hould have n variety of types of schools . so that each 

child can attend one with a program best suited to his needs. 
1=26%, 2-48% 8=21%, 4=5% 

7. I feel that an injportant fcaturo of the open enrollment program is the 

consumer role thnt it gives to parunl^ and children in allowing a 
, choice of schools. 

1=21%, 2=52%, 8=20, 4=6% 

^» ^ t*""^ that parents should bo f^iven easily undorst.-indnblc descriptions 

of the progrmns in all of the K. Hartford public f:chooIs. 

O . 1= 57%, 2= 40%, 8= 2%, 4= 2% 
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1 strongly agree; 2 - agree; 3 - disngree; 4 = strongly disogrce 

0, 1 feel that most schools in E. Hiu'tford «re prelty niuch the snnc, nnd 

that it wouldn't rc.jlly be worth tlic effort to send my child to another 
school. 

1 12%, 2- 35%, 3- 42%, 4= 11% 
10. Parent choice among different kinds of schools is on excellent idea. 

1-20%, 2=46%, 3=24%, 4=10% 
11 . All schools in a community should bo pretty nnich the same. 

1=26%, 2=43%, 3=26%, 4-= 5%^ , ^ ^ , 
12. l)ifr(?ronl programs moctrng the special ncodr. of children are ncc(:fir,ni y 

only for handicapped cliildrcn. 

1= 15%, 2= 16%, 3- 44%, 4^ 25% , ^ , 
13, It is a wnslc to pay for transporting a child to one scl;ool, when he can 

wfUk to another one. 

1= 20%, 2= 26%, 3= 46%, 4= 8% 
14. 1 would move my child to almoi;l oi.y othci- .school if I had tlic chance. 

1= 3% 2= 10%, 3= 54%, 4= 32% 

15. I feel Ihrit I v.m l.ept v.-oll enou(;Ii informed f.bout what in happening in 

my child's school. 

1= 19%, 2- 50%, 3= 24%, 4= 7% 

16. I would conf^dor chauf.irig my c-hild'.'j school culy if I fell my child was 

not doing well in his present rjchool. 

1 17%, 2= 53%, 3= 27%, 4= 3% 

17. My preforencc v;o'jlfl br to hcvc i .y child Ifiuuiil by ir.'.djlional rcll;'.-r 

than innovalivo mcthoJA. 

1= 12%, 2-- 35%, 3- 44%, 4= 9% 

18. Diversity of proiri nms to meet individual needs can be .•.ohk'*' c-fl xv'ithi^M 

e ach school. Therefore, thoie slioulc bo no nncd to i;o to different 

schools for different proRi-nins . 

1- 27%, 2- 40%, 3- 30%, 4- 2% 
H>. I'.von if fi eliild is v:lose enouj.h U) wj-ll; to one ^chofl. if hit prvenl^^. 

chooyo to send liiif» to .'mother l}"itor suited to Ins nced>. , tran>.port;:lio;i 

should be provided. 

1-22%, 2-A2%, 3-24%, 4-12% 

20. lK.e» youi' eliild currency lake a bus tn school? Yes 29% No 71% 

21. To ir.c the term "neighborhood school" lueiin:- (check rne): 
Tl^t. ^ • ^•^'^ nc;i) ('st ny horn*' 

23^ 2. any ; ciwjol tov.iiicii r'.y (.hild c;in wnll; 
V)% 3. any sf:hu(>l in )'.. H.irtford 



o 
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22 » Placing the money to support my child*s educntion in *ho budget of the school 
of his parents' choice: (check one) 

is of little iniportonec 



will mnkc educators pay more attention to parents* requests 
is nothing new 

will make some schools better than others 



23. My child is scheduled to go to a particular school next Ccptombor. If I were 
able to choose to send him to any other school, I would (check one): 

definitely keep my child in that same school 

probably keep my child in that ^:amo school 

give some consideration to changing my child's school 

probably not keep my child in that same school 

definitely not keep my child in that oamc school 



24. The proposed Parents* Choice Program would allow parents to select the 
school best suited for their child, I therefore favor this idea for K. Hartford. 
Yes fiflQg. No 40% 

25. If you wore thinking about transferring your child ♦ would you want to discuss 
the educational pro^jrams in the E. Hartford public schools with some knov/legc- 
ablo people? Yes a2% No g% 

II yes , would you prefer that these people be: (check one) 

74% school department personnel 
7% non- school department personnel 
18% either would be fine 



IjaL J- 

421- 2. 

,7% 3. 

83% 4. 



45% 


1. 


32% 


2. 


18% 


3. 




4. 




n 



26. If a parent chooses to send his cnilU to a privnlc school in K. II«i*tford, wcney 
equal to the cost of educating thai child in the public schools should be sent by 
the city to the private school. 

48% Yes 
S2% No 



27. What ica.' ons would ycu consider iniporttmt enough to make you want to move 
your child to a diffennit school? 



28. What kind of specific infoi*mation wouM you need bcfoi'c you decided to trau^ifcr 
your child tc another school? 



29. If you co'jld choose to enroll your child in any E. Hartford public school, v.-hat 
arc the particu'cr features you would look for in selecting a school for your 
child to utlcnd? 



30. One thintf wrong with the idea of parents selcclinR schools based on ll?c par- 
ticular need of their child is 
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To flsftk-t us in annlj z'ui^ the liim^h'tHl^ of rcKpot^sef. Ihnt wo aro colloctinfT, would 
you plcnsc mifwor iho lollowinjr questions . (i^omumbor , all ans\v':i*s will bo 
anonymous . ) 

Which of \ho foHcminjv bcsl describes tlio occupntion of tho licad of the household. 
If i»otircd uv (ica«r.fefi, what was the usnrl occupj lion of tht* household head? 
(chccU ono) 

20% 1 . Officinl; such as maisufacUurcr , officer in n lort»;e company , bar.V.pr , 
Rovcrrmcnt officinl. otc. 

Profossitnuti: such as accountant , nvtlst , physician , teacher , nurRc, 
prefcasov, Ubjajiiin, social worker, scim;tist, etc. 

20% 2. l^i>lf;er^Prcpriojor . or Owner: SMch t'H sales jnanaf,er, office mnna<^er, 
store mnnngifr, tupcrviijor, department head, owner of Kmrll business 
or rc?Jtauj ant, contvnetfn*. tte. 

Tcchn iei*); su^h nr. drnftniuan, r.urveyo!', ricduMl (.)• dental t''chniei;ai » 
laboratory tcehnu'ian , etc. 

20% 3. Semi sliilicd v>xrl;er . <^l«?'»'ienl wcrker , Ke tn'iec* w^l^l^*^*' • I*rot >cli^'e 
wor1; «:r ; nxich m:. taetcry or bu^.trH s^. i.:.«cii;ni? ent r; tf>rt hi..'. OiMii.N! 
driver, bi nK toiler, bookl.t.epcr. focroi iry , rjdc« clerk, buj'^cr, huh- 
dresser, wniter, Vt-»'itre5>.s, pelicrir.o?^ . fhv.m.jn, ..tc. 

31% 4. S];iUoa v.orl.or ro!'f:rn;;ii: siic x n.^ l.j-ner, eaipf. ntvr, nu'ehbiric, ucm.v 
bii\:'.,fi , foi v ii'* !) lonJady , el<-. 

Sfdr ••ntniK such le.-d estate" or iusurr 'jo** rale •♦.•.'•^ s.iioj wo.urn , 
factoiy reprc&oiilntive, buyer, etc. 

8% 5. l^Xl^nijin or J^jibo^^^^^^ such ao UicUny or ri.)>i; v-».J:er. fi.-hevman, fill- 
ing' st.*-l ion all.'.uc1.:i.t , ]cnp.:*horo!v:tr< , ci; \vc'U:j»i>, ofe. 
Farm or J ■'':^><'h i^i^ru latroi- or ov/nc r 

llow far in school did the head of the hous<'h(>ld (chcok ono) 

22% 1 • Sonr.o hif.h school or loss 

35% 2. Higjh school j^r;.duat(; 

26% ^- ferric conop,e 

9% 4. Gru(h;:^t^•^ fjor.i a four yonr college 

7% 5. Master's dc«t;rce. .awyor, doctor or Ph . t» . 

Did the hvj.d of the hou.stl'oid UXuiC. v pr'v.ite sclK.el (indt.cjr.^r pj:ror«hif»l) for 

any of ados K - 12? Vcs _65S 

llww muuy oliildrou do you hnvc 33% 2_2; 67% 8^ 
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IIcw many children do you have ia school in p.radcs K - 12? J9@ 1-2; 41% 3+ 

What is Iho :if>v of the hcnd of the household? (chock one) 

11% 20 - 30 51 - 60 

51%" 31-40 1^ 61 - 70 

30% 41 - 50 

How many years has the head of the household lived in E. Hartford? (check one) 
17% Less than 1; J6%. 1 - 5; 52&_ 5-15; 32%_. 16 «- 



261 



i2 ' 



o 
o 
3: 
u 
(/> 

u 

INMt 

•J 
n 

o* 

Q 

a: 
o 

H 



H 
< 



8 



(0 W 



•J2 cr. 

Cfl CO 
CL} ^ 



<0 

a 

^ Vi 

O (A 

^ I 



J5 w 
u ^ 



S C3 

^ u 

to 



o 

Si 



CO 



&4 



o 
c 

c c 
a ^ 

O <M 



4-» r 

CO CO 

CO U> 

o o 



o u 
o o 



o 

u 

o 



CO g 

ho I 

Si ,r. O 



(0 

O 



tf4 



n w c» 

g D ft 



o 



c 

CO 

o 

•« • - ^ 

4^ W 'tf^ 



3U 



o 

I 



o 
o 

CO 

o 



« 45 
> o 



o 



(in 4^ 

n o 

C> eft 

^ S 

a *p 

O CO 

< a 

o 

^ -r-l 



o 



C3 
CU 

u 



€0 

o 
o 

u 

CO 

o 
a. 



a: 

CO 



o 

CO 

a 

c 

o 



«0 
CO 

o 
E 

XT 



CSS 

a 

u 

a 

CO 



o 
o 

g 



fco 
o 

Pi 

CO 

O 

a 
E 



01 

C3 



o 
o 



CO 



'C5 £ 



.c o 



O c. 

^ I 

f 

u 

CO 



CO fi 



^ .S CI IS 



43 C> 



a 



> 



2?, 



CO 



CO 

Q 

be 
o 
u 



X3 



Q 



3 



S "c 
o o 

o 

CO 

o 

CM a 



CO 

u 
cu 



• CO 

CO o 



o 
t 

Pc 

Q To 



o 
o 

O 
CO 



o 
o 
c 



Q 
c 

o 



.S o 

o 

o 



3 
O 

u 



€3 



o 



Si "5 
CO 

a 



CSS 

o 



X5 

§ 



CO 

cr 

^ o 
Q c: 

O CO 

o S 

CO u 
'5 CO 

g 



15 g 

g P 

2 CO 

P Cf' 

c « 

o o 

• CO 



(A 



C9 



o 
c 

a 



♦rf CO 
O 



ry O 



C5 

o 

Pi 

o 
o 

c 
o 

OS 

(0 

cr 



Pi 
bo 

X3 



3 
o 

CO 



^ It. 

« U 
p C5 

§^ 

•1-4 O 

^ % 

'G F* 

P CO 

<-» a 

^1 

a 

•£J CD 

C3 to 



CO 



if) 

.« CO 



o 

n 
o 

> 
o 
u 
a 

o 

X5 



§ 

cy 



£ CO 



o 
o 

o o 
o 

C -G 

^§ 

> o 
-G 2 

< i2 



o 
C 



x^ 



O CO 

^ c 

^3 a 

CO x: 

o o 
x: 

2 

o xi 

O CO 



x: xJ 

#c > 

o o 

o ^ 
o 

CO D 

R x: 

a> o 

*^ 

O C3 
O 

« 3 



8 

c • 

O CO 

£: a' 

r; 

CO .7J 
x: 



Pi 

<^ 

Pi 



£ o 



c 

CO 

c 
c- 



xs o 
•d -a 



n 
u 



o 

CO 

^ n3 



c2 ^ 
m CO 

S x: 



CO 



ERLC 



262 



CSS 



G 



13 

§ 

a 
2 

u 

a 



0 

3 
0 
5 



ha 

0 

u 

V 

O 

g 



>> 

ft o 5 

7^ ^ CO 

:3 o 

S o 

00 



a o 
o ^ 

a 



o 

o 

"en 

a 



a 
x: 

o 

o o 



a 3 



CJO 



o 



x: 

O .'^ 

2 ^ 
^ Si 

o o 

>> s 

^ Si 
B ^ 

o 2 

CO ^ 



t 

o 

a> g 
a 

^ o 

CO 2 

c3 x: 

a ^ 

CO O 

CO .S 

u 

o o 

3 >^ 

> « 

2 S 



CO 

c 
o 

•a • 

S o 



O 



(0 

o 
o 



^ .^2 

S o 

- CO 

cn C 

CO O 

C> CO 

CO 

CO 

o *^ 

A ^ 

^ bO 

^ c/> C3 



^ ,2 
^ ^ ^3 



CO 

o 



7> CO 



TO o 



C4 



S > 

^ a 

a 

.S c 
o is 



s 

D, 
3 



CO <y 



c 

3 

s 

»4 



o 



w w 2 

to = « 

O flj 

P S > 

cy w ^ 

^ ^ 6 

>».g 3 

o* 3 to 

s ^ 



CO ^ 



o 

ro 
CO 

o 
o 



0) 
X) 

CO o 



5* 



o 



o 
> 

(0 

o 



.^3 CO 'wJ 

o o o 

CO 



o 



CO 



t 



^ si ^ 



^3 



6} 



8 



CO 



CO > 

CO c 

^ ^ 

o ^ S 

g)3 § 

-O « 

OS 

5 *^ 



w o ^ 

Xi CO S 

^ o 



o 



44 



8 

,0 o 



;4 
o 

Si 



3 



H ri 



1^ 

CO C 



> 

0) 



CO 



c:5 
O 
CO 



o 

04 



o 
o 
x: 

73 bo 



ERIC 



EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
OPEN ENROLLMENT PROJECT 
110 LONG HILL J>KVm 
EAST HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06108 



April ?A, 1974 



Dear Staff Hesibers: 

Attache!^ is a survey asking for Infonaatlon aad opinions 
regarding the possible expansion of the present open enrollment 
policy. 

Knowledge of your understanding and feelings as concerns 
open enrollment are vital to the decision making process. 

We encourage you to complete the questionnaire and return it 
in the enclosed envelope by depositing it in a box in your 
school office. To insure accuracy of results, it is liaportant 
that ve all respond. 

Please return the survey by Monday, April 29th as responses 
arriving after that date cannot be used in the analysis. 

Anonymity will be preserved. 

Your cooperation in this matter is truly appreciated. 



Respectfully, 




Frances Klein 
Project Coordinator 



FK/ejd 
Enc. 



4/22/74 



TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE 
Percent Response to Each Item 
N = 481 
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PLEASE DO NOT PUT YOUR NAME ON THIS QUESTIONNAIRE 
IT IS INTENDED TO BE COMPLETELY ANONYMOUS 



Please provide the following background information to assist in the analysis of the 
data. It will allow analyses such as a comparison of answers by teachers at the elemen- 
tary , middle and high schood levels , and by number of years teaching. These analyses 
will be most helpful in the interpretation of the data. 



1 . Position (check one) 

92% Teacher (including guidance, music, etc.) 
7% Principal, vice principal, head teacher 
2% Supervisor or Director 



2 . School (check one) Principals , vice principals and head teachers - do not 



answer this item 

(Insufficient response to this item) 



Barnes 

Burnside 

Center 

Goodwin 

Hockanum 

Langford 



Mayberry 

McCartin 

Norris 

O'Brien 

O'Connell 

Pitkin 



Second North 
Silver Lane 
Slye 

South Grammar 

Stevens 

Sunset 



Willowbrook 
^ Woodland 

E . H . H . S . 

Penney 



3. Grade level (check one) 42% K - 5 



221 6 - 8 36% 9 - 12 



4. Age 36% 2 0 - 30 25% 31-40 26% 41 - 50 13% 5 0^- 



5. Sex 36% Male 



64% Female 



6. Number of children 43% 0 33% 1 - 2 23% 3+ 



7. Highest Degree Earned 37% Bachelors 45%M asters 18% Masters 30 or over 

8. Number of years teaching 4% 1 16% 2 - 4 38% 5 - 10 42% 11+ 



9 . Number of years teaching 

in E . Hartford 6% 1 



23% 2 - 4 37% 5 - 10 



34% 11+ 



Please answer the following questions based on the proposed expanded open 
enrollment program as presented in the enclosed description. 

(OVER) 
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10. Is the information in the enclosed description similar to what you have heard 
about the expanded open enrollment program called Extending Parents Choice? 
(check one) 

7tf% Yes 

(15) 18% I have heard very little. Most of this information is new to me. 

4% No What haVe you heard differently 



11. What are the sources from which you have heard about this program? 
(check all that apply) 



(16) 43% Hartford Times and Courant 

(17> 33% E . Hartford Gazette 

(18) 24% E. Hartford Crossroads 

(19) i7c^ Neighbors and friends 

(20) 87% .Material from the School Department 



(21) 12. Did you receive a brochure entitled Extending Parents' Choice? 

Yes No _24SL 

( Have you had time to read it? Yes 81% No 19% 

Answer questions 13-42 according to the following code. (Please answer all questions.) 

1 = strongly agree; 2 = agree;- 3 = disagree; 4 = strongly disagree 

Place your answer in the space provided next to each question . 

(23-27) 13. A community should have a variety of types of schools, .so that each 

child can attend one with a program best suited to his needs. 
1 29%, 2 - 44%, 3 --- 17%, 4 - 11% 

14. I feel that an important feature of the open enrollment program is the 

consumer role that it gives to parents and children in allowing a 
choice of schools . 

1 = 10%, 2 - 48%, 3 - 30%, 4 - 12% 
15 . I think that parents should be given easily understandable descriptions 

of the programs in all of the E. Hartford public schools. 

1 - 53%. 2 -■ 41%, 3 - 4%, I ■■ 2% 
16. I feel that most schools in E. Hartford are pretty much the same, and 

that it wouldn't really be worth the effort to send a child to a school 

other than the one he would normally attend. 

1 - 20%, 2 - 29%, 3 - 37%, 4 - 15% 
17. Parent choice among different kinds of schools is an excellent idea. 

1 = 11%, 2 - 3H%, 3 - 31%, 4 - 19% 
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= strongly agree; 2 = agree: 3 = disagree: 4 = strongly disagree 



18. All schools in a community should be pretty much the same. 
1 2 - 31%, 3 - 39%, 4 = 12% 

19. Different programs meeting the ,pecial needs of children are necessary 
only for handicapped children. 

1 ■• 5%, 2 7%. 3 43%. 4 - 45% 

20. It is a waste to pay for transporting a child to one school, when he can 
walk to another one. 

1 - 24%, 2 30%, 3 ■ 37%, 4 ■ 9% 

21 . Some parents would move their child to almost any other school if they had 
the chance. 

1 - 12%, 2 - 34%, 3 - 40%. 4 - 15% 

22 . I feel that parents are kept well enough informed about what is happening 
in their child's school. 

1 6%, 2 - 31%, 3 - 40%, 4 - 22% 
2C Most parents would consider changing their child's school only if they 
felt their child was not doing well in his present school. 
1 = 14%, 2 - 62%, 3 ='21%, 4 - 2% 

24. My preference is to teach using traditional rather than innovative 
methods . 

1 5%, 2 - 15%, 3 - 54%, 4 = 26% 

25. Diversity of programs to meet individuals needs can be achieved within 
each school. Therefore , there should be no need to go to different 
schools for different programs. 

1 - 31%, 2 - 32%, 3 - 31%, 4 - 6% 

26. Even if a child is close enough to walk to one school, if his parents 
choose to send him to another btiter suited to his needs, transportation 
should be provided. 

1 = 12%, 2 - 45%, 3 = 27%, 4 - 16% 

27. I feel that I have been kept well informed by the school department 
on open enrollment . 

1 - 10%, 2 - 44%, 3 - 33%, 4 - 12% 

28. Educational decisions that are left up to parents in the proposed ex- 
panded open enrollment program are better made by educators . 

1 = 14%, 2 --- 42%, 3 35%, 4 - 4% 

29. Regardless of the name, this is a voucher prograirt, and therefore is 

no good . 

1 ~ 9%, 2 - 15%, 3 - 61%. 4 15% 

30. The proposed program will resuxt in an increase in the opportunity 

for teachers to select the building in which they will teach. 

1 = 2%, 2 = 24%, 3 = 50%. 4 - 24% 

31. The proposed program will result in an increase in the opportunity 

for teachers to participate in the formulation of programs within 
their buildings. 

1 ~ 8% 2 - 50% 3 29% 4 13% 

32. The proposed program will increase the opportunity for parents to 

select their child's school. 

1 = 20%, 2 - 73%, 3 5%, 4 • 3% 

33. The proposed program will encouiage Madison Avenue type promo- 
tion of individual schools. 

1 - 28%, 2 - 43%, 3 = 24%, 4 4% 

(OVER) 
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I = strongly agree; 2 = agree; 3 = disagree; 4 = strongly disagree 

52) 34 . The proposed program will give greater responsibility and freedom 

to principals and staff in organizing schools to meet assessed needs 
of clientele. 

1 = 10%» 2 = 47%, 3 ^ 84%, 4=9% 

35. The proposed program will foster unhealthy competition among 

schools . 

1 - 22%, 2 - 35%, 3 39%, 4=4% 
36. The proposed program will result in increased student achievement. 

1=2%, 2 = 30%, 3 = 56%, 4 = 12% 
37 . The proposed program will result in increased student satisfaction . 

1-3%, 2 40%, 3 = 48%, 4=9^ 
^38 . The proposed program will r^ult in increased parent satisfaction . 

1=5%, 2 = 50%, 3 = 36% 4 = 10% 

39. The proposed program will result in increased intellectual homogeneity 

within individual schools. 

1 1%, 2 - 25%, 3 = 60%, 4 = 15% 

40. The proposed program will result in more substantive differences 

among schools 

1 = 10%, 2 = 49%, 3 = 35%, 4=5% 
41 . The pr(^osed program will result in higher quality education . 

1=4%, 2 = 26%, 3 = 50%, 4 = 19% 

42 . The proposed program will result in a more humanistic quality to 

the sdiools. 

1=6%, 2 = 36%, 3 - 44%, 4 = 15% 

43. To most parents the term ^^neighborhood school" means (check one): 

82% 1 . the one nearest their home 
(53) 18% 2. any school to which their child can walk 

2% 3. any school in E. Hartford 

44. Placing the money to support a child's education in the budget of the school 
of his parents' choice: (check one) 





J22^ 


1. 


is of little importance 




AiSL 


2. 


will make educators pay more attention to parents' requests 


(54) 


16% 


3. 


is nothing new 




27% 


4. 


will make some schools better than others 
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45. The proposed Parents' Choice Program would allow parents to select the 
school best suited for their child . I therefore favor this idea for E . Hartford. 

Yes 38% No 62% ."^ 

/ I 

46. If a parent were thinking about transferring his child , do you think that the 
parent would want to discuss the education^ programs in the E . Hartford public 
schools with some knowlegeable people? Yes 86% No 14% 

y 

If yes . who do you think that the parent wouia prefer: (check one) 

78% school department personnel 

non-school department personnel 



15% either would be fine 

47. If a parent chooses to send his child to r private school in E. Hartford , money 
equal to the cost of educating that child in the public schools should be sent by 
the city to the private school. 

40% Yes 
60% No 

48. Given the oppri-tunity to select the school in which I would teach next Septem- 
ber. I wouK (check one) 



70% 


1. 


19% 


2. 


7% 


3. 


1% 


4. 


2% 


5. 



2% 5 . definitely not stay in my present school 

49. I would find the descriptions of all the educational programs in E. Hartford 
(check one) 

64% 1 . interesting as general information 
11% 2. of little value 

25% 3 . valuable as a source of information in determining 
in which school I would like to teach 



(OVER) 



ERIC 



269 



50. The most important feature of the proposed open enrollment program 
is (check one) 

60% 1 . The opportunity for parents to choose a program 
best suited for their child 

40% 2 . The increased role given to teachers and building 
administrators in planning the program and budget 
allocations in their schools 

51. What reasons would you consider important enough to make a parent want to move 
a child to a different school? 



52. What kind of specific information do you think a parent would need before deciding 
to transfer his child to another school? 



53. If parents could choose to enroll their child in any E. Hartford public school, 
what do you think are the particular features they would look for in selecting a 
school for their child to attend? 



54. One thing wrong with the iaea of parents selecting schools based on the par- 
ticular need of their child is 
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Comments Offered on Questionnaire Mailed to Parents 

A summary listing of comments offered by parents on the mailed question- 
naire is presented below . Responses are given in order of frequency of appearance. 
Quotes characteristic of each group are given as examples. Frequency of appear- 
ance is noted on the right hand column. Not all comments that appeared only once 
are presented. 

The reader is reminded that these responses are from a very small, 
non~ representative g^roup of approidmately 225 parents . 



Category Frequency 

Quality of the schools should be uniform throughout 52 
the system . 

Strongly believe in neighborhood schools. 37 

Qicestions are ambiguous , loaded , slanted . 33 

Children not in school yet. 31 

Parents and educators should make decisions together. 13 

Parents don't have the knowledge. Don't like the 12 
idea of parents becoming too involved with day to 
di^ operations . 

Basic education, the three R's need to be stressed. 5 

Each school should offer the best education possible. 

Are you saying that this is not true now? 4 

I don't want the voucher system . 3 
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Category 



The voucher system is the only thing that is going 
to save our school system . 

DiCforent types of programs are a very good idea, 
if these different programs are in neighborhood 
schools. 

While I have your attention: Why don^t they teach 
Patriotism , the love for or devotion to our Country 
in the public schools??? 



Wo Need Your Help! 



To EHEA Members 

The TEPS Connittee of the EHEA Id presently esigaged in analyelng the 
"Open Ihrolljnent Feasibility Study**. M^nbers of the cooBsittee need 
teacher input in order to have a conplete picture befbre TIPS and the 
Association make a statement concerning the program. As we aXX know 
a tronendous amount of time and energy has been spent on this feasibility 
study* >fhat we need to know is what the professional staff thinks of the 
program. Please take the time ^ answer the following questions to 
the best of your ability* 



Questionnaire on Ooen EnrollmiMit 

1. Do you feel you know enough about '*Open DwoUment" as is being 
considered by the Board of Education? Yes? No? 

2. Are you in favor of "Open Enrollment"? Yes? No? Why Not? 



3. Do you feel that the feasibility study has been forced on the 
professional staff without proper teacher input? Yes? No? 

4. Do you feel that "Open Enrollment would lead' to a competitive 
school atmosphere town wide? Yes? No? 

5* It is estimated that roughly 10^ of the students would benefit 
from "Open Enrollment". Do you feel that the program shou3bd be 
instituted for such a small number? Yes? No? 

6. Some persons believe that if more money was spent on present programs 
and meeting present obligations fullx we wouldn*t need "Open fiiroll* 
ment"? Yes? No? 

7* If you are a to>«n resident, did you receive an "Open Buvllment 

Questionnaire"? Did you think the questionnaire 

was well written and unbiased? Yes? No? 

8. Do you feel that there has been sufficient facility Input in this 
feasibility study? Yes? No? 

9« Realising that students have different educational needs, do you 
feel that "Open Enrollment" would help make a students education 
more responsive, accountable and effective? Yes? No? 

10. Do you feel that every school is presently offering pretty much the 
same quality education with emphasis on the three R*s? 

Yes? No? 

^HHHHHHHHHHHHHttHHHHHW»>HHHt- 

If you would kindly return this questionnaire to yo\xr building rep as 
soon as possible (like now) wn would appreciate it immensely. 

Will the building reps PLEASE return these questionnaires to the 
EHEA office as soon as possible . 



Thanks! 

The TEPS Committee <- EHEA 



PRESS RELEASES FOR COHHUNITY INFORMATION 



FROM: EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
no Long Hill Drive 
East Hartford, Connecticut 06108 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE CONTACT: Mrs. Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator for 
Extending Parents' Choice 
(203) 289-7411, Ext. 227 



EAST HARTFORD, Conn. (March 19, 1974) — The Boaru jf Education 
Is conducting a survey to find out how parents of the town's 11,500 
public school students feel about being able to choose the kind of 
schools their children attend. 

A two-page survey mailed to all parents this week asks them to 
express their views on the role of both parents and professional 
educators In determining the kinds of schools their children attend 
and the programs the schools offer. The survey also asks East Hartford 
parents to express their view on government aid for children attending 
private schools. 

Mrs. Frances Klein, project coordinator for Extending Parents' Choice, 
Is conducting the survey for the Board of Education. 

In a letter to parents, she explained the Board Is thinking of 
expanding Its current policy of parent choice by providing more 
Information on the town's schools and by giving parents more opportunity 
to make additional choices for their children. 



(more) 



East Hartford Public Schools 
Page 2 

At present, the town has a limited ''open enrollment" policy. 
Parents may now choose to enroll their children in the schools other 
than those they would normally attend in their own neighborhood, if 
seats are available and parents provide transportation costs. Some 
100 students now participate in the open enrollment plan. 

Mrs. Klein said the result of the survey will help the Board 
evaluate parents' views on taking a greater role In selecting schools 
or programs for their children. "Different pupils have different 
needs and these needs do not necessarily follow regular school district 
lines. A program in one school may be better suited to one child 
than to another. Parents are usually aware of their children's special 
needs and are eager to take them Into account in choosing a school. 
Open enrollment gives them that choice, but there are limits on the 
system as it Is currently designed. 

"We are studying ways of broadening the system to give students 
more equal access to various programs offered by our schools," she said. 

"The survey will be tabulated by computer and a report is expected 
to be completed late April," she said. 

Mrs. Klein is directing a three-month study on broadening opportunity 
for parents' choice. The study is funded by a $69,563 grant from the 
National Institute of Education, an arm of the United States Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare. As part of the three-month study, 
meetings are now being held with school principals, administrators, 
supervisors and teachers. Each school In the town is also preparing a 
summary of the programs it offers. • 

# # # 
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FROM: EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
110 Long Hin Drive 
East Hartford, Connecticut 06108 



FOR RELEASE : 

A.M. Monday, April 1. 1974 



CONTACT: Mrs. Frances Klein 



Project Coordinator for 
Extending Parents' Choice 
(203) 289-7411, Ext. 227 



EAST HARTFORD, Conn. — Teachers at the Hockanum School are 
attending classes at the school in an unusual series of workshops 
designed to explore new ways for teachers and students to share in the 
learning process. 

The 38 teachers at the school are participating In four afternoon 
workshops funded under a Federal grant and conducted by 
Or. Michele Toomey, professor of psychology at Trinity College. 

The East Hartford Public School System has a grant of $69,563 
from the National Institute of Education, an arm of the U.S. Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare. The grant provides funds for a 
study of ways of expanding the parents* role in making educational 
choices for their children. 

A total of $22,983 of the grant is earmarked for use at the discretion 
of individual schools in the town. Each school is developing a concise 
booklet describing its current programs and its educational goals to 
provide parents with information about the East Hartford school system. 
Each school may use its funds to explore new educational techniques 
that may be incorporated into its programs in the future. 
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Hockanum School Principal Donald Cohen said teachers at the school 
decided to use the school's share of the grant for workshops centering 
on the humanistic approach to education, an approach which emphasizes 
the partnership of students and teachers in the learning process. 
"This interaction is the key ingredient to any program. Teachers here 
feel a lot of educational problems could be solved if teachers, parents and 
students understood each other's views better." 

In the workshops, teachers are trying to determine ho* their 
school functions now and how it falls short of or meets their own 
goals. The workshops center on four key areas: how and why authority 
is wielded; how comnuni cation is carried out; how and why attitudes 
and expectations develop among students and faculty; and how and why 
cooperation and competition develops. 

"Teachers in the workshops are asking themselves how student 
centered their school is and how adequately the school is meeting the 
needs of the students as persons," Dr. Toomey said. 

The author of a soon-to-be published high school text. 
Social Interaction—Shaping , Each Other's Lives (Harcourt-Brace) , she 
explains: "Teachers are teaching subjects, but they are also 
teaching children. A teacher has to worry about the curriculum, 
but ideally, the teacher would like to be able to listen to each 
Individual student's ideas and meet individual needs." 



(more) 
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To help teachers understand what students think about themselves 
and their expectations » Dr. Toomey conducted a survey of 60 seventh- 
and eighth-grade Kockanum students, asking them to complete simple 

fill-In statements such as "I am ^"i "I -sh I were 

"In the future I hope to be 

Teachers In the workshops studied the surveys and many were 
surprised with the responses of children who defined themselves as 
bored, or ugly or fat* or who wished they were pretty or smarter, 
Dr, Toomey said. 

"One of the things that came out of the workshop was the realization 
that the way kids feel about themselves and the way they treat each 
other are an Important part of education and should become a major 
educational consideration. 

"The students need to have a good self-image, to like each other 
and to be liked, to be enthused about learning and to value learning 
as well as to value each other's rights to be and grow and become." 

One way of Improving a student's self-image might be to Involve 
the student In group activities where he or she can achieve not by 
competing with other students, but by working with them and sharing 
the success of a project, she said. 



(more) 
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"In follow-up sessions after the workshops, teachers will be 
trying to ansiier some important questions: low can we become more 
attentive to individual students? What kinds of activities can we 
develop to provide children with the opportunity to work together? 
What kinds of projects can we develop which will motivate students 
to work together?" 

Follow-up sessions for all teachers are planned th^s spring and 
in the fall semester, Cohen said. At the sessions teachers from the 
various workshops will present their findings and continue their search 
for solutions. 

Frances Klein, project director for Extending Parents' Choice, 
the study group funded by the Federal government, said the Hockanum 
program findings can be shared with other schools. "If the staff it 
Hockanum finds new ways to conmunicate and to interact with each 
other and with tne students, they can share their ideas with others. 
They hope to develop constructive ideas for drawing on the school's 
existing strengths and building others." 
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K0.<: b\ST PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

no Long Hill Drive 
East Hartford, Connecticut 06108 



FOR IMMrOIATE RELEASE 
(mailed April 5, J974) 



CONTACT: Mrs. Frances Kleif. 

Project Coordinator for 
Extending Parents' Choice 
(?03) 289-7411, Ext. 227 



EAST HARTFORD, Conn. — A brochure answering some of the most 
frequently asked questions about the current study on expanding 
parents' choice in the town's schools is being distributed this week 
for teachers and parents. 

The brochure, written in a question and answer format, also 
describes the steps which led the Board of Education to seek and 
receive a federal grant of $69,563 for a three-month study 
of expanding parents' choice. 

Entitled, "Extending Parents' Choice," the brochure was compiled 
by a conmittee of teaching staff and administrators. The brochure 
is available in East Hartford public schools. 

The federally-sponsored study is investigating the feasibility 
of developing some form of "educational scholarship" or voucher 
program to give parents a more direct rola in choosing schools and 
programs for their children. The study group is developing the 
ddmlnistrative regulations which would be needed to successfully 
implement such a program. 
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East Hartford Public Schools 

Once the study is completed, the reconmended regulations will 
be presented to the Board of Education and to the public and will be 
the subject of open hearings for town residents, according to Mrs. Frances 
project coordinator for Extending Parents* Choice. 

Mrs. Klein said the study is still under way and no reconinendations 
have been made as yet. Teachers, administrators and supervisors in 
the town's school are working on the study as are several educational 
consultants listed in the brochure. "Obviously there are many questions 
which cannot be answered at this time," Mrs. Klein explained. 

"But the Board of Education wants both parents and teachers in 
East Hartford to have some basic information now on the broad outlines 
of the educational scholarship system," she said. 

In addition to questions and answers on how parents' choice might 
work, the brochure includes a summary of arguments for and against 
a voucher system as noted by professional educators. 

The study on expanding parents' options is funded by the National 
Institute of Education, an arm of the U.S. Health, Education & Welfare 
Department. Findings of the study will be presented to the 
Board of Education at the end of April. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE CONTACT: Mrs. Frances Klein 

Project Coordinator for 
Extending Parents* Choice 
(203) 289-7411, Ext. 227 
289-0778 after 4 P.M. 

EAST HARTFORD, Conn. (May 10, 1974) — A Federally funded study 
by the East Hartford public school administration has concluded that 
expanding open enrollment in East Hartford public schools is administratively 
feasible. , 

The study recommends that the Board of Education seek additional 
Federal funds for detailed planning prior to any final decision on 
implementation or approval of an implementation plan by the East Hartford * 
Board of Education. 

East Hartford is the second school system in the nation to report 
favorably on the feasibility of a plan to permit parents to choose the 
schools their children would attend. 

The school system in Alum Rock, Calif, was the first to report 
favorably and now has an operating program, based on a voucher method. 

Dr. Eugene A. Diqgs, Superintendent of Schools, presented the 
feasibility report to the Board of Education this week and asked them 
to authorize him to seek further planning funds from the National Institute 
of Education (NIE). NIE, an agency of the U.S. Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare, provided $69,563 in Federal funds for the 
East Hartford feasibility study. 

(more) 
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The Board of Education will now study the findings in the report and 
hold^ an informative session next Tuesday, May 14, at 8 P.M. at the 
George J. Penny High School amphitheatre with members of the Board. 

The report, prepared under the supervision of Frances Klein, 
Project Coordinator for Extending Parents* Choice, estimates that a 
maximum of 15 per cent of the school's 11,264 students would participate 
in the expanded open enrollment system. Under the proposed plan, 
parents would be permitted to select schools for their children other 
than those which they would normally attend in their own neighborhoods. 

Transportation costs under the town's open enrollment program at 
present are provided by parents of the 100 students participating. 
Under the proposed plan, transportation costs would be covered under 
a Federal program for the first five years. 

If the proposed plan were adopted, any student in the system 
would have the right to transfer to a school other than the one he or 
she would normally attend in his own neighborhood on a seats-available 
basis. When transfer requests exceeded seats available at a particular 
school, students would be randomly selected under a system which would 
guarantee all applicants equal opportunity. 

A child who transfers to a school outside his own home school 
area would retain the right to attend higher level schools in his own 
district. An elementary school student who transferred, for example, 
would retain his right to attend middle or high school in his own 
district and even be permitted to return to his district elementary 
school if he chose to do so. 



(more) 
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Schools in the systeir would be allocated funds on the basis of 
enrollment according to a formula which establishes the per-pupil 
cost of education in the town's elementary, middle and hiqh schools. 

The report outlines several areas which require more planning, 
including accounting procedures, transportation and communifation. 
It also recommends the Board conduct further in-depth study of the 
legal implications of Connecticut and Federal laws governing 
participation of private and parochial schools in voucher systems. 

As part of the study, school enrol Indent was projected over a 
five-year period. The projections on the basis of the birthrate in 
the town show that school enrollment will drop from 11,264 in 1973-74 
to 9,269 in 1978-79. 

The study also plumbed public opinion through surveys of pa»«ents 
and teachers. "Substantial parental support for the adoption of the 
proposed parents choice open enrollment program was shown in the surveys as 
well as moderate but encouraging professional staff support," Mrs. K\e^n 
said. Results of the surveys will be made public at next week's 
informative Board session. 



# # # 
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FOR: EAST HARTFORD PUBLIC kcHOOLS 
110 Long Hill Drive \ 
East Hartford. Connecficut 06108 



FOR IW1EDIATE RELEASE 
(Distributed May 14, 1974) 



CONTACT: Mrs. Frances Klein 



Project Coordinator for 



Extending Parents' Choice 
(203) 289-7411, Ext. 227 
289-0778 after 4 P.M. 



EAST HARTFORD, Conn. — A survey conducted by an independent research 
company showed support from 60% of East Hartford parents for a program 
giving them the right to choose the schools their children attend. 

A simultaneous survey of teachers and principals showed 38% 
of the teachers and ^0% of the principals favor the parental choice 
concept for East Hartford. 

The surveys were made by Heuristics, Inc., of Cambridge, Mass., 
as part of a three-month study conducted by the East Hartford Public 
Schools on extending parents choice throuc^i expanding the town's open 
enrollment program. 

The study was funded by a Federal grant of $69,563 from the 
National Institute of Education, an agency of the U.S. Department of 
Health, Education and Welfare. 

Heuristics conducted personal interviews with 209 parents randomly 
selected from school rosters. Teachers were polled through a detailed 
questionnaire completed by 481 of the 776 teachers and administrators 
1r. the school system. 

The results of the surveys are included in a report given t") the 
Board of Education for study by School Superintendent Eugene A. Diggs. 
The study concluded that expanding parents choice in the town's schools 
through open enrollment is feasible. Dr. Diggs has asked the Board 
to authorize him to seek further Federal funds for detailed planning 
of an open enrollment program. 
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Page 2 ^ 

An informative session of the Board on the study will be held today* 
May 14, at 8 P.M. in the amphitheater of the George J. Penney Hioh School. 

The Heuristics surveys asked those polled to express their views 
on the quality of education in the town, the need for a variety of 
schools to meet the varied needs of students, the rreed for a more direct 
participation in the educational process by the parent as a consumer 
of education, and the use of government funds for private school payments. 

The surveys results showed: 

* 74!5 of both parents and teachers agree there should be a variety 
of types of schools to meet the varied needs of children, 

but 66% of each group thought this diversity could be obtained 
within individual schools. 

* 75% of the parents rated the quality of education in East Hartford 
as "excellent" and 90r. felt their children were doing about as well 
in their present school as they would in any other school. 

* 48% of the parents and 40?; of the staff supported payment by 
the city to private schools of a sum equal to the cost of 
educating a child in the East Hartford Public Schools. 

* 40% of parfc.'«:s and staff felt that placing the parent in the 
role of a consumer would make educators pay more attention 
to parents' requests; 30% thought this consumer role might 
make some schools better than others. 

* 69" of the parents expressed the view that they have been kept 
well-informed on what is happening in cneir child's school, while 
98% said they would like to have descriptions of the programs 

in all of the town's schools. 
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While 60% of the parents favored giving parents the right to select 
their children's schools. 97% said they would want to talk with someone 
knowledgeable about education programs— preferably a member of the 
school department— if they were to transfer a child. 

Commenting on the educators* responses, Mrs. Frances Klein, 
Project Coordinator for Extending Parents' Choice said that more than 
one half of the staff expressed the belief that educational decisions 
which would be left up to parents in an open enrollment program are 
better made by educators. 

The most frequent teacher criticisms of parental choice centered 
on the belief that parents are not knowledgeable enough, will make the 
wrong choice, will make choices for the wrong reasons or will be too 
emotional in their decisions, she said. 

Teachers also said they feared "Madison Avenue- type" promotions 
for the individual schools in the system (71??) and unhealthy competition 
among schools (57"^). 

A third noil of parents in the town was conducted by the school 
administration and tabulated by Heuristics, Inc., to provide general 
information on parent sentiments. 

Sone 2,100 parents of 8,000 who received questionnaires in the mail 
responded, with 88^ anreeing or strongly agreeina that parents should 
have a choice about the kinds of schools their children attend. Some 
61% said giving parents a choice about the schools their children attend 
will make schools more responsive to parents' complaints and suggestions. 

Some 36% of those respondina said parents who choose to send their 
children to private schools should receive financial aid from the 
government, with 58'^ disagreeing and 5% replying they didn't know. 
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Sehm>i \ DiieherH Here? (CoiiU)..« 

An Open Lefiet 

SclHtitl Sttpt t^ttKenr Digits 
no Um^ HtM Dr 
F«%t Hj«lf««fd. Ct«nn 

Dear Supt t>if(g^ 

One cf »Kk* h*\ "Wtpn mr * Irttcr to *•vf^^^•■ th«l 
«n "t^peft wh^nmnw p^^*m" h4% been dmn^ied m public 
K the BiHrd *>t E4o«tw» 

When %(>a whim. pteiMth^nkhtin for n» Btfttftt^OK 
wrth htm I'd mthct ^tttt thi\ kttcr to yott'-^incc ywi do 
hr*<J th? vrhiHtl %*<rem il d^n't derpl* object if he tn^Hm 
tht% (cner. Yh<t> up to voo That f^iv. v^c cio keep a Ht^te 
"rhrrr rmg «rmtRd*the*nn«" gcmtgMtd {ntvhc» tn ttmc. the 
tiM»n\ p«rent^ ^ttl ftnd <Hit «h<t ti rc*Uy gotng j 

Ktt^.letSnottotoktdthepubtK What'« bemg pt>cfp«yie<t 
f*if F«« Htrtfdra t% $ School Voarher Syttem Ctfl tt 
whfttever %fm t»t»h. thJtt\ whti tt be. 

1 revRt dMtble talk. Aftd that A « hat often ««cRt$ tt> cotnc 
<Hn <^ the pahhe tchoni admimvtratioci m thia town. K^et 
dnttb^ talk or tinuifPkrtent in^imnaYion or "Klecnve planting" 
In fhni the peopte or to make a p<nnt. 

Why w v»Mir »dmmi«tratiofi ducMng the tetro "Sch<»4 
ViHichef S>%tem"T BecauH it hat been cntki*ed* Becattie 
.tnl% one ii>mmunit> m the enttte nation • ««l> OSh. iv n*^ 
Tr%tng the wbool vom-hef pUm* t% that * Your aide d\Cn'X 
s^H (You %ee. M^ne %chont ofRctalt here often have a nav ttf 
leaving out taii^ that di^'t M»ppon their i-a%e 

t an It !ike tt Paraihute tw'npw^ft parachute 
lumpmg n*H Advanced leapmg" m»t ••(ontp^lled 
RightV* nnt '^cieletated Air In-Takmg" 

If a Schoi>l VcHtcher %\%%tm is being weighed fiif Eavt 
Hartfvd . thrn let '% w w lei S not trv to fool the pare by 
omitting vmiethmg or givmg vtmethitig a d i f fe ie n t .lane. 

Wh% didn't v(Hif tide mention in hn letter that thi^ matter 
had heen dtvu^«ed m EXKtTTVE %e^%Mtt bv the Board of 
Fdttiation* Wh% didn't he mentitm that an .nmtder 
jddre\^ th«» Board «>» the wbject? 

hictdentalK -and I'm a&kmg u^. not your aide- -t^hy m 
hca>en\ name ♦howld *uch a matter be disni&M^d m 'secret* 
«f%\>iTn* St»tne plan that might affrci everv girl and 

hnv tn th%\ whflol wttem whv bar the pn%\ frot« that 
meeting* C'mon. Swpt . 1et\ Mart gnmg the parents all the 



Around East Hartford 

QCoou from P«ci P 

ttreuedt 

Yo« and 1 both knot* the tttidy catit fior nmch pitbhc 
pgmetpasiMi and akmancm. When that pamctpatiaB 
gotfig to ttart? ft ttsderttnd thai a taliUe back even lome 
tetchera hi ymr tchool t^ratem didn't kiio«» Mich a oiKty «at 

CO«Rillg.) 

Aatbrpttl^tofpt tB atk O ftdBP'i nwtti rausa of what I ctH 
"wm )c^** mateiitl gMtg oiUy one tide antf a^areti^ 
trvrag to tell the parent! only what the school admtntwratico 
twanta thew to hggr. 

t mean real pub^ tefocmation > >aH the pm and cooa oa 
thta mtfter**- to the paremt cm tfedde <br themaelvet. not 
have the achool ad aUuiauaU ott nor the ftoatd df Edocctio& 
decide to advance for them- 

InddentaRy. oo ne*a ^ the grant givcii 1^ i>eek. ho* 
come Qcrt an Board meiRbm knew ahovttt? (Your aide didtt*t 
eapUm that. I 

Ho« wiFiD the 9^.000 grant be vpemT Where'a the pid!^ 
hodget for that* Are you doing the decuttng on how and when 
the l«9.00D ^ be fprot^ Swwe thai't publtc moiwy. 
fhoiildn't the pobtk %oom m advance how ^ «dl be tpentt 

Win any of thtt (Booey be ated to pay for pvMlctiy to try to 
' convince" the parent* thn School Voucher Syatem tt a good 
deal for them and for the to«m? 

Are the patenta m thia town gomg to be asked what they 
tiiink? If to. when* 

W^ a pnbbc mcettnt be caOed-or » ptthUc beanng? 

YoQ and f both know thit School VoMher System cottld 
have far ieacimig m^Micatmo* foe the East Hartford puMic 
Mrhool fyftem -fo let'* alt know what we are gettmg Into 
beforewegettn. When wt^ a potMic hearing be held by yoot 
If nm. why not? ODii*t you want to (ace guesitoiMi Irm 
parents tn open setston? 

Why don't yoii ted the parents of East HartfM Uiat op to 
Mv rimnectinit commmutwv cotttd 4{tiallfy for thn pn^am 
atHl mif a «ngle one haa tried it yet? Why haven't they* 
Don't ymi feel, aa Sttpt. of Schools, this might be an important 
faitor. one that might be eaplamed to East Hartlord'« 
mothers and fothers? 

How come only ooe town in the entire UnHed Staiea haa 
tried the program? Shouldn't that be etptatned by vou. too? 

1 have m my hands a copy of the "Non^Colonog Book On 
Performance Coatractmg And The V?<icher System" put <m 
by the Afifcrican Federation of Teachers. Admittedly, this is 
agamtt the School Voucher System Don't you have a cc^%* 
Don't yott thmk the factt m this book should be made 
available to the parenta of East Hartford, too? 

That way. the patenta can get b<Ah sides and decide tf they 
do. m fact, want a School Voucher System here. 

Mavbe vou thmk only one side should he presented- -the 
School SopenmendentS side. I disagree I thmk all sides 
«ho«ttd he nresemcd. Then let the oarems and our eletied 



Yo«^theBovdcrfEdttcatioiiwtB(ertsmly swamp these 
same puenta with facta utgti^ the spendtng of mtUions of 
doltarf foe mMWe school renovatmis Why not give them a 
few focta**-pio AND coii**<oa the School Voucher System 
which, to me. ia more tmpoftant than class f\H>m partitions 
and old roofs. 

Why. I ask. sho«dd East Hart^ be the f^t C<mnevtii.itt 
co romimit y to try the School Vouchee Systemt 

Such an mtiovaticn might look good on your petformaoce 
sheet when applymg for another ichoH supermteo 
deiKy->-afid you should get credit fee it tf it works well- but 
how i^Miot rtie Town of East Haitfbrd if the plan dKwsn t 
work? 

Hiw come the WMtay ttody period bepo Jan. 2r I «as 
taJking to a top oflktal on M. S tmoee than two weeks |ater» 
and the official thought the plan *'wvKild start m a week * 
Why the appamit difference? 

Do you plao to teS the parents how towns can pick plans 
rtitgteg hi I to 5 year terms? 

WiB you be esplatniog why many teacher asi«ictatiuns 
apparcmty have been againai the School Voucher System? 

How about tefhng the paretm why Hartford, after more 
than a year of studying. sHU hasn't accepted the plan? 

I fhid it disturbtog when i see stories that give the 
iwp re ss i oo that everything is decidad. that the program is 
coming, that there seem to he no problems with the proposal. 

Ordering a few ntlera is one thing. Changing an ennre 
school e nrogm e n t concept is something else A very 
impertaot something else. 

let's lay an the caida on the teble, Supt Diggs. 

Let's not decMe in Eaecative SessioA. Ut*a decide at a 
public hearing. 

How win the M.0QO be spent? Why? 

let's not give the School Voucher System another name. 
Let's can tt -and tell it -like it is. 

What are the advantages? What are the disadvantages? 

The W-day study period- -and ahnost a month has gone by 
already, accordma to your startmg date of Jan 21- the 
9D4av siudv period la for pnbhi study, too. 

Let s tell the public h«m the School V^nnher System would 
mitfk tet'v rJk the public for opteiooa and suggeatioas 

h'% not vour school system. Supt. Dtggs. Nor is tt my 
school system 

We are discuasmg EAST HARTFORD'S public siiiool 
system. 

Let's tell the pubUc of East Hartford esactiv -pro and vvn— 
what IS going on. 

So far. m my optmoa. the pubUc is bemg given S and 
S. ...Snow Job and Silence 

SiOfcCreK 

RolK C harc^i 
tdrnvr 

East HarTfi4<i (a/ctte 



Seme tMhrf questtitn\ 

Wh% haven't vou told the parent\of Eau Hartford thai tmlv 
.♦nr I repeat . t»nl' 0^^ • -community in the entire i nuntry is 
t}tm tr\ing \ui'h a voucher plan? 

Whi haven' I sou told the public that not a vtngle 
< onftfitiiut community has approved this plan* 

^ou and I both know the three- moMh study now giting on iv 
.»nU 4 viudv nttihmg more. Why isn't that tepeatcdU 



Board of Edacatioo decide. 

So far. I haven't seen » Single "ami*' story oe press release 
from the School Sttpt s i^fice Don t vou tt mk local parents 
are capable of determining what they want for their own 
children^ 



PS. -Another thmg Supt Dft you kmm tf the B«»«rd .4 
Education plans to hold anv pubhc hearings ««n the Vkiv»l 
Voucher Svstem^ 



(Conu on P4ga 4) 



RoUy Ckare$t 



School Vouchers: Supermarket of ideas 



CtigtiwA Oli^liM Mid Ite 
m«wy mm utctf to tHitfy 

ffta f— iit>iltl¥ of UiA ■wrnnf m 
Xtm cociea^ of iioin9 Itch 

li • wHio-i 
Uf^iftM «f 
■tfUQUtiOA lO O QfOOf tfOQyO#> 

E<fit9f RolMVt Q. FUQ^OttO 

taliti • tOR9 loolt at nut **0|Mii 
•ArolfRioiit** poHcty. BmkI on 



hk% mhi e c t l w o wtew of tbift 



Cv^oooAoMli Edft l W 
Ovtr tn# n«vt two montt^. 
tne BMfd of Education i»Ht Do 
e«piortno the oipondod poHey 
ot opOf> enroilmont' wfticf^ 
be&iA locatty in 1971 

That policy o*io«Pt pmmt9 
to er^roM tneir eAildron in 
sc^oo»ft outttdo tneir dooffr** 
pntc afao it toots in tho 
requested »chooi oro ovott* 

Ho\»0¥Of tf>o roform proo* 
e^^tiy under ttudy Dy tl>o 
bOA*d »« more ftigntlieont 

The concept m much liko 
edwcotK>noi " vouchors ' — a 
theory that conststB of paronta 
Ouym^ the education of 
!he»r chetco 

The voochof pion docop- 
tiveiy fimpio It f« Adan> 
Smith cap tattam m the puMic 




•ciK>oia iho fodorai gow ft* 
mont erould give monoy (vou* 
chofi) to paronta and thoy 
«vovid aond thotr childron to 
any put^tc privato. or paroc- 
hiat icfiocM of thoif choico. 

This oducationaJ martiot 
wtHti0 forco tnoffoctivo 
•chooia. iifco bad buamotaeo. 
owf of oniffonco on thtt thoory 
that paroota ivouKi floea to 



auccoaafui schools 

Acc^lng to loading vou- 
cher thoortfts. tho school 
marfrot would spur oduc»> 
tiooai innovation so tfMtf m- 
numorabio oombinaHona of 
schools could offer oduco* 
tiona) rsctpos 



Much can be said for 
vouchors The plan smbbdios 



one of the moft 'wttng oduca* 
tion idsas of our time that 
every child ifstrns at hia own 
pace and individual rata 

Eiportmonts m tho past fow 
ys«rs havo provon that ono 
child might flourrsh under a 
certain etfucattonoi aimos> 
phar». whilo fail »n another 

This IS botng proven rtgm 
here ih East Hart^ The 

* * Alternative Scfmi * * . at 
Qeorge «f. f^ney High* is 
giving disillusioned high 
school youngsters an oppor- 
tunity to SMCceed m a different 
learning atmosphere (see 
page s^i j 

To Its credit, the voucher 
plan reoognties this tact The 
voucf>er system embodies 
what fias a^tty been called the 

* supermarfiet of ideas " 



Qhres Vacation 

Aisp. the voucher plan el» 
lows moce variety m atfu^ 
cation 

Charles Stttwrman tn a 
three-year Camegt© study, 
said "The standard public 
school takes the foy out ^ 
learning The obvious altern- 
ative IS a plethora of sduca> 
tional approaches * 

Thus, the parent of a cbild 
wfio IS bright t>ut f>eeds tlie 
remforcement of discipline 
could select a certain school 
The parent whose child is 
creatnra »)d not weil*suifed 
for the traidttionai teactter- 
pupil rigid relationship could 
be enrolled m a less teacfier* 
dominated atmosphere 



THE EAST HARTFORD 






OUR COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER 



February 20. 1974 



drcubtion: 19.200. 



10* 



Vol 2 NO.S 



Voucher plan' would allow greater choices 



Sodo^Econoflkte SSIb 

Thf» vouchtM" plan cof^tTib* 
jV« to fMJucatior^ refofm «n e 
Ti'iie political senfe 

Tfte pia^ f^as been dettgr^ed 
: • .ntegratt S'udentS from 
.at'ous cia9S b^cngrounos 

Ana armouQ^^ t it doubtful 
«%net^ef wii! ?**ect educa 
*t(mai pertormame it may 
dvtden thu pniiticai and moral 
opf.on» of poor low^class 
pareftfs as opposed to upper 

itfttS 

Cuts Bureaucraofaa 

Another powerful a^oument 
iff favor of ouchers is that tt^ 
pisf) would Cut ihrouQh the 
^hooi bureaucracy, sp^edm^ 
•efofm Educational etperts 
nawe long noted ihe need to 
tatior public ichool bu'oau* 
cracies to t^^e compie« and 
•noi^iduai needs of each stu- 
^le^♦ 



The voucher system would 
do enactiy t^et. placing moiv* 
iduars needs ahead of red 
tape and bureaucracies 
'H»t Potato* 

Despite these attractive 
tdeas the voucher system, 
which IS being called "open 
effroumeni by the school 
administration, is already 
antagonizing local residents 

The plan is betno fotsted 
upon parents with so much as 
a whisper of support The 
plan es )u$t now in the 
evpioratory stages, but Diggs 
has satd that the pien could 
readMy be adopfed 

President Nixon's Office of 
Economic OPDOrtMOity (OEO) 
rtave twught the plan, com* 
mttttng nearly 16 million a 
year for eight yeers to study 
the policy 

Along With leading educ»* 



tionai expert Christopher 
JWKkt, they are beatmg a 
drum m some 39 cities hopmg 
to elicit some su^on 

£ast Hartford has deciM 
to study the plan 

In a sctvool system tttat has 
been raclied by a cent roversAai 
lunch program, which alao 
started as an experiment, tfie 
educational voucher plan 
could becomea ' hot potato", 
to the 9o^d of Education 

.According to experts, a 
voucher sySt«h must have the 
* 'Strongest possible language 
tn support from teacher s 
union, mayor's office. Cafh- 
oitc school system, other non» 
public sctioois. key state legis* 
lators. governor s office. c*vtl 
rights groups, community act- 
ton agency, model ctty agency 
ano last, but most impor. 
tantly. parents 



More CriUdSRi 

The Americ«> Feder^m of 
Teachefs (Af T) have branded 
the voucher plan as "hues- 
sterism * S^idAFT vou* 
Cher plans could twrx into a 
vary costly and tragic mistaike 
wtth far-reaching soc»ai impti* 
cations * 

Later, the NAACP cautton- 
ed against voucher s promote 
ing racial separation The 
American Jewish Congress 
added their critwism. terming 
the plan "a disaster." 

Still, proponents of the plan 
remain adamant Officii^ m 
Washmgton Charge voucf^er 
CTftics With trying to stop 
experif^ts tn education. 
In Oalaiise al Vaticfiafs 

Much of the criticism of the 
voucher plan is unfounded 

First off. ttie plan's aim is 
to epcpvf««e /e(i^ Sep* 



nation or reiuvenate an eco- 
nomically Side parochial 
school system 

Proponents of the plan have 
m»^dated thet tt>e voucher 
experiment integrate a middle 
class and poor Nether are 
off(cu0s willing to allow a new 
educaftonal 'gtmrnictc* mto 
schoot systems across the 
country 

Opposition by the teecher s 
unions have iMen predlcfable 
Tsacher unions (ve defenders 
of the "status quo" and new 
experiments tend to threeten 
the school systsm as it stands 

Public schooling has 
become a matter handled 
exctusivsfy t>y sct>oot profss* 
sionais. Its local Board of 
Education, and ttie tsschers. 

Voucher plans would tend 
to disperse that p ower of 
^irpl 



Cfossroads* report on the 
etNuent poHcy** wtQ 
erttti tlie sssond « 

Tlie — iient article Mrlii 



e« the 



of tfie key 
Itie »omher plea talis 



*s lasiatMieet witl be an 
for 

ts 



A pro • can survey erOl be 
devlsedl bi order la efeiMi a 



ma ts see neat 
Creesreeds tor ttie 
tastatfmeet ef **Veiie* 
A Sepermerhet of 
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Far.* ¥t\r* for i :•«?."♦ t- 



Parents Being Asked For Views 
On ^School Voucher System^ 



EAST HARTFORP -Ttit 
Boant of EihiCAtlOQ i% con* 
i!t»rtlDg a sumy to fti^ oot 
how («ro&t% of tho towBH 
U,500 putyUc school ^tuaoots 
feol ahotft belhC aMaloch* 
oofe tho kliKi of schools 
thoir chtJctf^o att^ 

A two*fMg» aurvar toaiX*' 
ed to all pareat» thta w<e«h 
a«hs thorn to o«^%s tholr 
vte«% ia> the roio ot both 
piiTehu jnd profoi 001141 6tf-> 
ttc^toTf In datemming the 
ltlod% ct schools their chfl* 
dren atteodaiH!thopragrain& 
tho sct)oolft oK^r. 

Ute Mirtey 4l%u 4fhiEast 
Hartford parent » to e^nrets 
their view oogoveromem aid 
for children attending pHv- 
ate srhool«, 

Mrs. Prances ICkln» pro* 
joct roordinator for Bxien- 
ding Parent «* Choice^ is 
condaetlfig the sorvoy for 
the Board of fidttc^ttoo. 

In a letter to parents, ttte 
ex^alned the Board is th«^ 
tfthing of expafldloc Its 



current poUi-y ct parent ch« 
oice b> providing more 
Information on the town*% 
schools and by stvtng par- 
ents more opportunity to 
make tdiStlonal chmces for 
their ctuidren. 

At present, the town has 
\ Umited '^openenroUtaenl** 
policy^ 

Parents m4y now rhoote 
to enroll their rhildrea to 
the schools other than thoie 
ttiey would normally at<ttd 
In their own neighborhood^ 
if seat» are available and 
parents provlda transport 
t4tlofi rosts« 

Some 100 ^iident» now 
04rtMp4te to the open 
eorollmeflt plan« 

Mrs Klein »ftld the re* 
suits of the >«*«f9y wtU help 
the Board evaluate parents 
view» on taking a greater 
role in selecting schools or 
programs for their .oildreo 

*<DlffereDt ptqms have 
dUforent needs and these 
tte^'t\ Op not necessarily 



follow regular vchool dls- 
«jrlrt lioes» 

*<A prograoi In one school 
m^y he better suited to one 
crdld thdo Co soother. Fe^^ 
rents are usually aware of 
their cMldreoS special 
needs and are eager to take 
them into account tn chaos* 

*^Opeo enrollmem gives 
them that choice, hut there 
Affe limits on the system as 
ft Is currently designed. 

are studying ways of 
oroedMilng the system to 
give students more e^ual 

(Coot« oo Rsge 12} 



^nrOUCNER SYSTEM'' 

(Cotrt* from Page {) 

access to various pmgrams 
otSered by our schools,*' ske 
said. 

**Tl)e stirvey will be U« 
bttiated b^r computer and a 
report t& expected to be 
compMed late April/* she 
laid. 

Mrs, Klein directiag a 
tttfee> m oo th study oo broad- 
ening opponuolty for pa<> 
rents* cliotee« 

The stvdiy U ftmded by a 
$6P,9g3 griBt from ttie Na* 
tioiial bistlttfle of Bduca* 
tlon» kn arm of tte UoUed 
SUtes Departmem of 
Health, Bducgtlon and Wei* 
lare. 

As part of the three- 
momh study, meetings are 
now being held with school 
prhKlpals, administrator, 
si«ervlsors and teachers. 
Bach tfhool In the town Is 
also preparing a summary 
el the programs U officrs. 



East Hartford Cross Roads 
4/1/74 



Students' self-image studied 



Te«n»ie»s at the NocHonum 

Sctioo> a'e attenoinQ classes 
at thf* sc^oo^ »n ao wnuSuai 
Sl»l)CS nf 4r0fhSh0pS deSiQneO 

to eifp'o^e '^ew ways 
tPdf^e^s anti students to st^are 
•n {n{. •<>at<^«'^9 D^'ocess 

38 t^»<«(^e'S at the 
paMiC»patinp in 

'un.iM.t jf^ u-f a ^^pderai g^ant 
an.i -iir^^uct^fd t>f 0^ M^c^eI<» 
Tao'^^'v pfote^sof psycftoi- 
OQ^ at T»in,ty College 

Tttf East Hdftforcj Public 
Schoo' S^siern has a grof^t 
$6^ 5ft3 troft> the Natjo»^a' 
Institute of E ducat io<^ an »fm 
0* th^ U S Department of 
Health Education in«i vVei 
fare grant provides 

^ur^dS tot a Stufl^ of ar<syS Ot 
eipanct-ng the parents ro'e en 
m^iftin^ educational choices 
♦or thf>i' chiidr***^ 

A total ot 9d3 of the 
grant ^s earrnarned for usp at 
the .I'scetton of indiwiduat 
schools thA toafh Each 
schoo' 'S developing a concise 
t>00i(Jet describing its Current 
programs and its educational 
goals to pfov'de par^i ts artth 
information at^Out th«i Hast 
Hartford srhoo I systef^i Each 

Q *l may U5<» its funds tO 



e»p<ore ne«v eduCAtionat tech- 
ntQues tnat may Oe mcor Der- 
ated into Its programs in the 
future 

Hochanum School f^nncipei 
Donald Cohen said teachers at 
«he school decided to use the 
sfhoei s share ot the grant for 
Aorhshops renter ing on the 
humanistic approach to edu» 
cation ari approach iwhich 
(^mphasi^es the partnership of 
students ano teachers >n the 
learning process This tOter- 
ar lon is the hey ingred»ent to 
any program Teachers here 
feei a lot cf educational prob- 
lems could be solved if teach- 
ers parehts *nO students 
understood each other s views 
t)etter 

In the vi»orfcshops teachers 
are trying tc determine how 
their schoo' fuhctior^s npi^M and 
ho* it fai's short of or m9*>is 
their ow«" goa's The work- 
shops center on four hey 
a^e^S ^0w ana why authority 
IS Wielded t^cw commun»-a- 
tion is earned out. ho«f and 
why attitudes and expecta- 
tions develop among students 
and faruUy and hom and why 
cooperation and competition 
develops 

The author of a soon, to be 



put»iisheo high school text. 

Social tnteraction^-Stiapino 
Eact) Othef 's dves*' (Har* 
court-SraceK she explains 
Teactws are teaching tub^ 
lects. but they are also teach- 
ing Children A teacher has to 
worry about the curnculuin. 
bi*t Ideally the teacher would 
Uhe to be able to listen to each 
individual student s ideas and 
meet individual needs " 

To help teachers under- 
stand what students think 
about themselves and their 
expectations Dr Toomey 
conducted a survey of go 
seventh. and etghth^grade 
Hochanum students ashing 
them to complete simple fill-in 
statements such as i am 

■ I wish I wirr© 

In the future I 

hope to be 

SURVEY gURMtS^NQ 

Teachers i" the worhshops 
studied the surveys and many 
<^ere surprised With the re* 
sponges of children who de* 
»«ned themseii^es as bored, or 



ugly Of fat. or w(K> wished 
they were pretty or smerter, 
Dr Toontey said 

One of the things that 
came out of the workshop was 
the reait^atton that the way 
Kids feel about themselves 
and the tway they treat eact) 
other are an important part of 
education and should become 
a major educational consider- 
ation 

The students need to have 
K good self-image, to itke each 
other and to t>e liked to be 
enthused about learning and 
to value learning as well aft to 
value each other 's rights to be 
and grow and become ' 

One way of improving a 
student s self image might t>e 
to involve tt)e student in group 
activities wt^e he or she can 
achieve not by competing with 
other students, but by work- 
ing Mith them and snaring the 
Success of a protect, she said 
In follow up sessions after 
the worhshops teachers will 
t>e trying to answer some 



important questtons: Horn 
can we become more attentive 
to individual students? What 
kinds of activities can we 
develop to provide chMden 
with tfte opportunity to work 
together'' What kinds of 
proiects can we develop which 
will motivate students to work 
together''" 

Follow-up sessions for an 
teachers are planned this 
spring and in the fall semes- 
ter. Cohen said At the 
sessions teachers from the 
various workshops will pre* 
sent their findmns and con. 
tmue their search for solu- 
tions 
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Validity of 'voucher plan' schooling challenged 



Urn Hartford Pu^te Schools ^ly describe 
th* Ed«ratt(m»I Vwtdrer Feasibility Study 
being pcftposed for adoption by the 
Hartford Board of Educatiw. In Uie hrn 
ii»tanr^. tl>e echicdticm voucher plan wouUl 
support further flight of the white **ad* 
vsntaR^d" popuSaticm from tl» pubtie 
schools to Increase the present staggenng 
racial tmhalanre and it would open the 
tfni^r for i»e of pahlic funds to support 
churt-h Si'hools. Sectttidly, atth(M^ t)» 
studv plan reoogoi':es the poasthUity of pro> 
blcni^. m reality the ''stwfy" is feared 
to advocate the attoptton of this potentially 
destructive |tfogram in the Hartford aebool 
system. 

The Hartftjrd P«Mic School sy^ is 
unquesuonahly trotfbM by rteial itn* 
balance, inequality of edttctttoud op> 
portunities and a need for imagtitttive aiid 
dxnamic programs to reverse the 
tmuing flight of white ''advantaged** 
students from the ^stem. Proponents d 
educational vouchers ask the pubbc to 
believe that dllowing schools to compem 
for the dollar spent on educate wodd give 
rm to creativity and devetaj^neot of uni- 
que programs and" would off^ real 
alternatives to those seeking better educa- 
tion 

IN R£.%Lm\ the only schools that 
would be truly open to all of the students 
in the i'lxy would te piMic sdiooto — 



By Peter Costas 



and u pfbrt unaMy only tttwe sebools 
which had foont to accept students from 
outsit the nel gh bertiood It is uitfeama- 
ble to expect that mdomioantly white 
middieclass neighb<»7iood schools could 
acconvnodate an influx of disadvantaged 
minority children seeking improved educa- 
tional offiortuniUes. It is equally 
uRreasffiudrte to assmne that parents of 
white mMdle^asqi background would sud- 
dently ruA to send tMr children to 0ietto 
schools preseotiy oceti^ by Mack and 
Puerto Ricao disvtvantifed children and 
thus make room f^ those wl» wish to 
travel in the reverse direction. Thus, the 
effectlvw cteioe lor dtaadfantaged dtlkh^en 
would be between those schools praently 
loeiM io the gMto. 

l%e feasibitity study coofemplates that 
the voucher elan woon iadude •ijon-fublic 
scho^'* It b unreaeonabie to a.^uine that 
the pmtigimts private sctraols in the 
Hartfbrd area would emider a tuitkm 
voucher of |S00 lo fEt.ODQi as full tuttJ(m 
when they are having dtfUcuIt^ making 
ends meet with tuition in excess of H.m. 
Moreover, since they sell themselves to 
the affluent on the basis of selectivity and 
schools could never piwdde potential place* 
ment for a large number of the city s 
small class ^utillment, these prestigious 
childreft 

THIS TBEN LEAVES the less 
prestigious oeiHHablie adiool as the great 
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Brochure Answers 
Voucher' Queries 



EAST HERTFORD - A' 
brochure that attempts to 
an!?wer frequently asked ques- 
tions ahout an educational 
••\f>urher" system bemg con- 
<ttdered here is available at 
t"wn srhooln 

The brochure tn a questkm 
and answer format also 
describes the gteps which led 
to Board of Education to seek 
and receive a $69JSiSi federal 
grant for a three-month 
fea9ihil{t>* study of the pro* 
posal It was compiled by a 
cmnmtttee of teaehmg staff 
and admimstrators. 

According to Mrs Frances 
Klew. pmiect <wdinator, the 
studv IS still under way, with 
findings to be presented at the 
end of the month. 

• OhviouRly. there are many 
rrtici^tmns that cannot be 
answered at this time/* she 



Ettfrt Bmrttwd 

satd "But the Board of 
EAication wants both parents 
and teachers m East Hartford 
to have some basis in* 
formation now on thr broad 
outlines of the educational 
scholarship system '* 

In addition to qttfstimia and 
aawvers on the program — 
which IS called * * p a r e n t * s 
choice** here — the brocbure 
includes a summary of 
arguments for and against a 
voudtcr system as noted by 
professional educators. 

Copies of the pamphlet are 
available tn the town*s tc 
schools as well as by wntmg 
to the Board of Education at 
ItO Long Hill Drive. East 
Hartford. mOS. 



for the vottcher J^an. but are the«e 
really a (MfieT tlie parochial sdsools m 
the area could, if they wish, participate 
since the state act vrndd jmrui them to 
maintain their sectarian character which 
in turn would make such schools quiet 
unattracuve to many parents of different 
religious permsion. Such parochial sctiools 
mtmld undoubtedly t>enefit from higher 
• tttitum" m the form of educational 
^Vttchers than they presently obtain m the 
form of tuition paid by parents. 
Presumably tl^ would coatiniae to give 
preference to children of panshooers smce 
the parisli does m fart contribute signifi- 
cant finaBcial support m many instances. 

The <m]y real opportunity ihen is ^ 
so^'alled **semi-ptibiie schoor* or new non* 
ouMic schools which would be ^wned 
by the sudden availability of public monie?. 
6m only need consider the growth of non- 
public schools in the Saath to aisoid aebool 
desegregation to surmise what might hap- 
pen here. 

Hartfoixt's need Is to in^ve its own 
public school s>*stem which is genuinelv 
open to all students of the city of Hartford 
The tax Mlars of the city should be used 
to answer this jieed and not to solidify 
the present image of die public schools 
as the last resort for those who cannot 
afford better. 

PAKnaXAIILY OFFemVE to tax- 
pa*''*^ should be the nature of the 
**Fea^billty StiKfy." A coordinator being 
paid at ^.000 per month, an assistant 
coordinator being paid at the rate of $2 jlSO 
per month, secretaries being paid at the 
rate of $750 per month, ronj^ultants being 
paid at the rate of ISO per hour are ;»l| 
employed to *'seir' a voucher frian to the 
people of the city of Hartford. 

The first two phases of the program 
ar*» directed at developing an information 
base and disseminating information con* 
cernmg educational mchers. The third 
and fourth phases ©f the program are 
directed at creating a plan which could 
be implemented. It would be naive to 
belie\-e that such high paid personnel are 
gom^{ 10 develop negative information and 
H negative* public attitude towards educa- 
tion vouchers. If we pay this kind of money 
for a study, how much will tv* paid for 
a demonstration program? 

Seductively, the proponents of this study 
argue that the funds will come from fedora! 
resources and that a test program wii| 
be funded by the federal government. But 
uhf»n the federal funds havo ended. 
Hartford will bear the costs of a cnncedodly 
far more expensive educational program 
which will have resulted in further racial 
and cifiucational imbalance and m the pro- 
bably destruction of its public schools 

Air. Costas is ms attorney 
actir^ $m cirk $sfstts. 
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US. church-stete barriers 
under new pressure 



f M*t nf two arucles on new efforts 
to hrf>och church state separation in 
the V S 

Htalt cnrrr8|iondeRt of 
ihf' ctuiftiaii ttoenee Monitor 

CMoftfO 

TtM battle to ttiur the Une between 
crmrch and state in the U.S. la not yet 
0ver - <te^te a string of Stti*mne 
Court derisHmi optM>ldlng the line. 

Th» iNitUe appears to be uphill, 
however 

New ways to channel public hmda to 
parochial schoola. now being coop- 
ered, tnclu^' 

• A plan not yet ruled upon by the 
bigh court - the fo>€alled veucher 
plan This would allow parents to pay 
thetr parocblal school fees with a 
government certtflcate In lieu of 
cash, the school would then redeem 
the certificates for dollars. 

So far the system is not being used 



to nnaoce parochial schools any* 
where In the nation; but tt Is currently 
■^X !98ue In New Hampshire, and In 
<Castli ibrd* Connecticut. 

a New taw aulu aimed at letting 
public school teachers go to parochial 
•chooia to teach special courses. 

The Supreme Court has heard ar- 
guments, M has not yet ruled, on a 
^t that would force the State ct 
Missouri to send teachers Into paro^ 
cMal schools for remedial teaching. 

e Ways to permit state akf to 
religious colleges In a number of 
staiea. 

a Havmg sehocto formed, not by a 
religious denomination, but by a 
group of parents of that denomina- 
tion. This Is claimed by spokesmen 
for the Christian Reformed Church In 
Michigan: the hope Is that the schools 
might qualify fbr the kind of state aid 
now denied to parochial schools as 
such 

ePIease tnrn to Page 4 



U.S. church-siate banrier 
under new pressure 
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ComtoiMd from Page t 

None of thm new ways seem 
desUned for quick success, observers 
believe. They are the result of a 
fteady sUlhg ^ court dedstons out 
lawti^ <^r forms of aid Inchidhig 
the Supreme Ctenrt's landmark ruling 
against tax credlU to parents of 
uarochial school puj ^ last summer 

8ut the chief proponent ctf state aid 
i**parQchlald**f - the Roman Qitho- 
UeChttreh*-' hasnotgtve>t»ip. 

Studema at Rmian Csthollc paro- 
eldal schM^ million ) make up by 
hu* the bulk of private; school puptts in 
the U.S. (some five mtllloni. Oatrch 
fpokesmen claim they need slate aid 
urgently oecause their own fmanelal 
imuatlen li despertre. Smt>ihnent. 
they say. la down from 6.1 million 
eight years ago. CoM have soared. 
Many parecmal scho^ hive closed. 

A ramiber of poUtlcal leaders stiu 
•ay they favor M»ne fbrm of state aid. 
A White House ^)okeanmn said. **We 
9U11 fkivor assisting these ip»lvate) 
schools and mtpport ways within 
constitutional fimmework " He ' 
not elaborate The WWte Kouse 
backed tax credits befiore the tidiest 
Supreme Court decision on the sub 
Jecl. 

Ford position cited 

A ^okesman for Vice-President 
Gerald H. Ford, who co-sponsoted tax 
credit legislation when still a member 
of the House, said the Vice^fhiesldent 
sUli favored tome form of state aid 
The Epl8c«^ Church, of which he is 
a member, does favor aid. but the 
Ou-lstlan Ref<mned Churches* heav- 
ily re^sented In his old district, are 
strong advocates of It. Roman Cstho- 
tic pressure for parochlald is strong in 
Michigan 

If Mr Ford should become Presi- 
dent, he also would be able to appoint 
new Supreme Court justices, who 
conceivably could tilt the current 
anti-aid balance of the court, aid 
opponents fear 

<>n the other hand, ronstitut tonal 
expert Sen Sam. J tCrvin is againfit 
parochial aid 

Opponents, ted by the Americans 
I'nited for the Separation of Church 
and State, are keeping a close eye on 
new developmenli Their tffforts are 
backed by a wide variety of groups 
fiuch as the National Education Asso^ 
elation and the American Je%i^8h 
COngresB 

I^ieal acticitt filed 

Americans Tntted has fil«Kt a num 
berof lawsuits difSlgned to btoc.H state 
aid to religiouii colleges, it has just 
won two of them At: ib a)w> ck>»ely 
monitoring pmgress of the vcwrher 
plan 

Roman (^tholirs lutw i«een th*' 
courts outlaw not <mly tax credits but 
aliM> state reimbursement ol pnvate 
tuition, state payment of prtvate 
school teacher salaries, and direct 
grants for private elementary and 
secondary religious schools 

Hemainlna as constitutional forms 
of state aid busing, textbooks, schuol 
lunches, and the traditkmal tax ex 
emption for religious institutionM 

Bills to enact tax credits have been, 
or will be. dmpped in ftonfcii»ss as a 
result of last summer s Htipreme 
Court ruling So the attenUon of the 



U S Catholic Conference (admlnis- 
trci^^ive arm of the AmerloanUstholic 
bishops f has turned to other methods* 
vouchers anumg them . 

y ' prlirra iindrrtrat 

Vouchers are cumsitly being used 
m the Alum Rock public achool ays* 
tern in San Jose. Oalif . as an ex* 
peHment. They are not vaMd fOr 
private schools in the district. The 
aim Is to aUow parents a mm direct 
role In choosing sdmls for the chlb 
dren: parsnts can choese any of the 
public sehoota m their distrtct under 
the plan. 

In New Ham^Mre« federal officials 
advised the state not tolnchtde para* 
chial schools In a ^tewMe voucher 
plan, as a result of the Supivme Court 
ruling against tax credits last turn* 
mer. <11ie New Hampshire plan does 
include nonsectanan prtvate 
schools. > 

EMI tjne Roman Ckthohc education 
office h) the state la reported to be 
runsldering a lawsuit to tiy to ilorce 
inclusion (tf parochial schools. Pan>- 
chiaid is favored by state Qov. Mel- 
dnm iDomson. 

Under the statewide plan, on which 
lo-'Sd school dlstricta arc currently 
* »tln^ the ft 5:rfil government woukt 
provide 30 percent of a financial pool 
against which both pubUc and prtvate 
ibut not parochial) schools would 
redeem vouchers. 

The theory is Oiat If parerts can 
choose between public and prtvate 
schools, both kinite of schools will be 
stimulated to provide better ccuiaes 

Ft»df»ral funds iii%'olvcNl 

In fCast Hartford. CNmectieut, a 
unit of the federal Health. EUhrcMfon. 
and Welfare Department has pro- 
vided 90 percent of a $77,000 budget to 
study the voucher system. The study 
began Feb. ii and Is due to end May 
zi . At issue is whether a voucher plan 
for the city's 23 pubMc schools (enroll- 
ment' I8.00O) and two pamchial 
schools (enrollment: SSSi is feaslbk" 
- and ronstitutkmat 

Tnder the plan, drawn up by the 
Center for the Siudy of Public Policy 
in Cambridge. Mass . each child 
would be entitled to a voucher good 
for one vears education. 

The I' 8. catholic C^mference has 
not taken a formal poslUon on vou 
rhers. but associate secretary Russell 
Hhaw told this newspaper, in prtn- 
nple the Idea has much to recom- 
mend tt I 'nfortunateJy in some 
cases where voucher proposals were 
flcAated or implemented the public 
school establtahment is able to 
exert enough musrle so Utat the only 
place you could use these vouchers 
wouM be tiie public schools * 

The Hev <^arlrn Wrhelan. cor- 
stituti'inal law spri.ialist at Fordham 
l:niversity in New York, and Hrof 
Alan Scbwars of Hutgeiv t University 
have just completed studies on the 
constitutionality of vouchers for the 
Center for the Study of Public Wicy 

Both studies find that there Ate 
gn^unds for anrutng the con- 
stitutionality of vo>ichers according 
to the renter 

( Also contributing to this article 
John Moorhead in Boston » 
Se%t: more pm-parocblakt battle 
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Staff Reponer 

"v.uim * mlwi'Htn.- .;t rnroU* 
rmnit prt>^?raiti is *Mdmmi»lM- 
tivelj feastUe here, ac/ord- 
mg to a Mtttol I^p^irtinent 
report mcKk» ptiWio t«»rtay. 

The rvfH>ri following a ihre^ 
month, federallv^funded study 
recommends that the Board of 
EdtHM!ti»n s p t» k addrtirtnat 
nmne^.' fty detailed pl«mnmj: 
b«>f#>r^ rea^hmj; a tmal dt- 
q^mt <m !ux*h a $> Htem 

Aeiording to project I'oordi- 
natc*r PraniTa Klem East Hart 
ford « only the second scNwl 
5vstem m the nation tn u^port 
favorably on sin'h 3 sxstem 

If the plan is adopted, iny 
student m tlie town's pafclzc 
8«hool system would bavft 



Voucher Setup Found 'Feasible 



the right tran!»fer to a 
Si^K)! other than the one tn hia 
neighborhood on a ^»ace* 
available basts. 

Tins us pre^tly aliowed un- 
der the board's '\tp^n enr^^ll- 
ment" program, but parents 
must provide transportation 
costs Under a voudier sys- 
tem, these rosts would be imt 
by federal ftmds. 

The report does not recrai- 
mend that the town's two 
parochtat iirhools be included 
m this setup. **That n»ally has 
tf> have more m^oth legal 
an?!!vsis/* said Mrs KWn 

t! w.'w not no««»We to stJ>d>* 
ttie lun rrtrntiirmwos of such 
a concept, durmu the three 
months devoted to the study. 
wHiw%«i^tm fund?iLby a $B»m 
grant froBi tlia VA Depart- 



ment of Health. Kducatton and 
Welfare, she said. 

Kstt mated costs for 
transportnig students out of 
di.stnrt range from ISflS^QDO to 
$979,^ The figures are ba8«»d 
<m an esthnate tlud a max- 
imum of 15 per cent of the 
school system's tt.2ft4 students 
t^d partteripate m the pro> 
grant 

The study also found 
'^substantial parental^supporf 
for the fMTogram In mail and 
door to^door surveys. * * t wo - 
thirds otf parents reroondm^ 
ernJorsed the concept of paren- 
tal choice oi schools." the 
report said. 

Made public today, was a 
rough draft of the r^ml about 
Ido pages kog* that was given 



to boa.'d members Monday 
nt^ht Ttie board wtll stadv the 
final version .tnd hold an in- 
formatiwial sessi<m Tuesdav 
night at a m (he Pe lli^n 
School amj^utheater. 

Under the f»iiposal, when 
transfer reqttests evoeed seats 
availat^ atapartieular 
school, students would be ran- 
domly aefected imder a system 
designed to guarantee all ap> 
p!2cants equal ^opportunity. 

A child who trarwferred to 
a school outside his home 
district would retain the right 
to attend higher level schools 
in his own area Schocrfs m 
the system would be allocated 
funds OR the basis ol enroll- 
metdf aoooidiQg to a fonmda 



which established the per mP>\\ 
cost o( education in the town^s 
S schools 

Tfre w'Hrtol system in Alum 
Rock. Calif, is the only one 
in the Tnited States to adopt 
a **voucher • type syittem. 
Hartford has beer, considertng 



Should federal school aid be 
based on achievement testing? 
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! wiondor if the recent artkie by Peter 
Costas emotionalty d^iouQcing *'Voirhv - Plan 
Schooling * didn*t serve to runiod »mie d the 
statement 1^ Dean Hieodore Sixer of Harvard: 
• Given the eooditioo of the ^fihttn^ that »r%'e 
poor youngsters* it talies a depressing amount 
<if paranoia to suggi^ that we slioukl not even 
give the voucher plan a reaaonaAn^ trial.** 

The voucher plan for education has been 
endor^ by the U. S. Chamber of Commerce 
Task Force Committee, the Amerlcaik 
(*>nservative Union, the St. Loifla Globe - 
De«*rr2t and aiividuals ranging from the 
conservative M;it<m Fredman to the liberal 
Chns«opber Jencks. 

The voucher plan for education would permit 
a parent to select any adml in the town wtnre 
he pays taxes for his chiM to ^tend. It should 
be tned by Hartfont East HartfoitJ^ Simshtiry 
and any other enliijblened Connecticuf tiwot 
The United States Chamber of Ccnnmerce 
lask Force argued :hat sucn a plan would 
8) promote innovatkm and accountability 
tnrmiifh ^mpetit on «b» encourage diversity 
satisfaction of individual preferences. 

The voucher approach is now being used in 
Attim Rock, Caltfomia and appears to be suc^ 
cessfu! accord ng to a report m the Wail JJlreet 
Journal iJune 4. 1973); which says that '•the 
plan IS workins so far. tiu» school SnurH 
belie\*es. it bases ^is assessment on a sharp 
reduction m absenteeism and trtxamy rates, 
on record turnouts at nrteetmgs of the parent- 
teacher asMicialions and on the fact that 
the staffs of all sis participating scImm - 
have voted to participate again next year 
What's more the staffs at seven other schools 
have also voted to >o.n the experiment then/* 

The voucher plan offers four fundamental 
advantages: 

A. IMPROVED PUBLIC 9CWmS. Ninety 
per cent of chikireo attending primary and 
secondary KhoKAs in Connecticut today are in 
public schodb and most are re<{uired to attend 
the sfieclfic publk: school that is kicated in the 
si^zone ol the town in whkh they live. There 
is no alternative. If a chiki does not develop 



at that particular sdwol, it's the child's fault 
and the parent must try to come up with the 
money o put him in a private school. 

^lius Hobswj. Director of the Washii^floo, 
D C Institute for Quality Education recently 
told a Senate si^ * eontmittee that *1here 
is one other point on pi^ic education you 
can make, which reflects the educators* at* 
titudes tmvard the children. That is that educa- 
tion is the 04)ly industry in the hist<»y of the 
free cntenffise system that holds the consumer 

the child - re!^K»)sible for the i|uallty of 
the iwtiduct. *!Ie*s bJact — be*s never been 
to a library, so ther<*fore he cant learn* thus 
the teacher and * ctK)o| administrators are able 
to esc^ evaluation.** 

According to Milton Frioldman the piAlic 
school system has the same proWem as the 
post office. *lt*s a government monopoly wh ch 
means its iRefficient and ^Jy, and tnost ^ 
all it s rtn resnonsiw to the wishes of its 
cust<Mners. What it need^ is the fresh air of 
competiti«m.** 

The parents r\(^ to freely diooae aarther 
piiblic or prn-ate school n the town where 
he is paying taxes will provide this incentive 
for existing schools to make more accountable 
offerings. 

CHILDREN COULD BE IN schods that 
are better suited to iher individual needs 
Gramnoer schools today are vcvy diverse in 
the programs olfered Sociie have adopted (he 
open classrooms or die indhddnally glided ap- 
piroach with various modifieations, others opt 
for traditkmal methods. 

Should a chiki in need of disctpUne and 
basics be compelled to attend a progressive 
sdiool (or vkre versa) that may prove counts- 
productive to bis develi^iment. solely as an 
incident of his home being m the sub - district 
w>ne? 

C. THE RIGHT OF FREE choice would 
be returned to the parent - taxpayer, who is 
paymg for the servire. 

In tt» Alum Ro* k etpnr»mem, th? Wall 
Street Journal r^>orted that according to one 
<ifftcial **parents are really digging the idea 



of b^i^ able to t-hoose'* and why shouldnl 
they The right of choice is one of the I allma'-Jvs 
of octr ^em and results in our t«oom:i^ 
better informed so that the right may be in* 
teOigently exercised. 

D. PRIVATE SCROOU WOULD ^oi^inue 
to make a contribution to education m Coo* 
nectictft. 

TTie citizens of a town, like its Board of 
E(hicatum« are concerned about all the students 
and schools in the town. As a result of m* 
creased cost and taxes, the number of chikiren 
attending private schools has declined substan- 
tilly over the last ten years. 

In the Flei>1rtnan Report on New York State 
Elementary & Secondary Education 1^ oofn- 
missloners said "We tielieve the strength of 
America is fottod in its unity and that the 
vitality of this nation spr ngs form its deversity. 
The blending of ihis unity and diversity over 
the last tm centuries evidences the success 
of the American experiment in democracy. We 
View non - publk* ediicaton as an example 
of pluralism and we perceive its contimiance 
ta be vital to that principle.** 

A choice between putilic and inivate in* 
trrests docs mn uo vioicnce to either but may 
improve both as was the ca.se with colleges 
educating veterans under the C». \. Bill. 

the ^te compels all ch.Uhi^n to attend 
school until they are sixteen. Does it do vMlence 
to our sense of justice as Americans that a 
parent should be able to use a voucher to 
send his child to any school in his town that 
meets the State's compulsory education re- 
quirements'* 

In conrlusion. we m Connecticut are very 
fortunate because we are the only state in 
the t*nited .States that mm- has legislation 
authorixing a voucher school plan that wilt 
he federafiy funded vrithout additional charge 
to the town's taxpayers. Ilianks to some 
farsighted and very capabk» tegistators we have 
a great opportunity to fuflher each child*s 
education with n a particular town. 

It IS now up to the people tA be heard 
over the put«downs erf those with a vested iiv 
terest in the existing system ^such as teachers' 
uni/msi or the ACIJ* f supporters of forced bus* 
tng and regwnuilixationt. As Francis Keppel, 
former United St ;ites Commissioner of Educa- 
t!(m once said ''Education is too imp<n1aat to 
be left to the educators ** 

Afe. ir»# i$ m ptstikimg la 
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THE LETTER} |{r« ClUM^stl 

Xm m«iy one tiMi ait4icti*4 MMrr In criA|»ArtUi 
tii» 0«rttt« if ^ It tt marttkf of irlnflteK. 

t woQtit appr«riit» It If ywi wcrnM noi use my mam aotf 
S»rt«t>«*t my twm^w^s ^^1^ print tt)* IHtof^ 

I M fH4t Hi» eumot 9«Ki^ tftMSiMi It saAAAtf 
t tett tiui ptrtL^ft my vl»«ft wottM b* «om liM^tt. 

You Have dooe mstlM |Dt> litpin g tht wvit S» 
thu torn Htforiaxt « wlwt is nrattr tu pp awHigt 9lmw9 
IM» m% tnUm fntmp «9 a«id you nd l&» In 

Vsryunly yourti 



Mr. Roay ClufmftU 

UM Mr» Ctutw«ts * 

I fum ^fm r0i^v^ptitiQg wming u> yon to tte imhI f»w 
^«v9ks cpncf mtiKS tte vurrcni vltiMtfoo vggardliig tte 
^clKiiit vouetNrr system and othvr lt»m% cf «li«p c^ooeM In* 
votving the im^itfnt ?(elwol ^0mMmrMsm «elMOt iwktfd. 
Aft^r reacting the ptiahiHilt «*Bxt<mltn8 Fanmit* CMee/' 
witlch oar child tira«6t tsMm fron seftool loilay^ t fivwr te«l 
connwUtd to write to yon toAnprest »y vlt»a» 

I «Mt tliat iDe pr«s«m tttoatton trttti the tctoool board 
and admmlktmton ^mptitis to yet aaoitier pro- 
«ra ii» Uw voneber aytiem» down tmr ttiroat» la Inloltrable. 
K is imcomkig more apparent every day th&t ttit tdieel ad- 
mtnt^tranoa dfttf S3r» tHeg« iti ro«par«llai wlHi the setml 
board apparently have already made ttw deciikm ttiat the 
veurher ^yMein wtu i« impietteA»ed here, A peracn doea 
not tuea to possess any htgh dasm pS naeUlyeaee to re«l* 
i«e tnii (art* 

Tbe (ineftioanaire whicli wai mallad to parents rec«^y 
wa% » %laated in f4Vor of the vouehar syttem that anyone 
who did aetwer It honaiUy had to he la ewnpi a f igre e 1 
laent with the school admtoluratloo ^nd tt eoutd he aatitmad 
Ui4t the fMMfMe <io want the ytairDer vyftem* 

The booiaet ««Bxtecidlnff Par««t^* Chdee*^ la |a»t at rl« 
(ttretoes a« the <|iie^tlomialra. Ttdf hooMet wMi aU of Ha 
cute qae«tKm% aMl 4nawer% doe^ net really get to the potet 
and a«h the ciue^lofis that the paref^a art prohehly eio«t 
mtereMKt l*w 

jti%t ea^ictlv what i\ the tmieiMir ^yatem? la tt a more 
coMly wttem to operate than ^hM u hetog done now? 
What 4re the fotiire p4ai»\ of the Mrhoel admlfilatratMm II 
the voucher ^yoem it adopte<i? C«fi ehlMren he teitt Inter- 
rity to <*choula In other rim% 4»A towaa ttud may al^o he on 
the vottchc^r plan? 

Ob What ha«l$ wlU the decUtoo bo made by the ^ho^ 
Doard to actopi or not adept the voiichar %y«temt (Thl% 
qneittofi only appUea if the daclaion hat not already been 
made*) 

WlU the majority tM* the mlaortty nde on thia la«oe/ Why 
doteanted avoiKliar ayatem tolmproteonthe (ptallty of oor 
adMOlft What do the teacher* really daeltimi the adoption 
ilm aoesher ayilem^ tfe thpy for or acelnai m 
Theta are i mp oe tant quetHona that pereeta ahoold he aik- 
um Md qtietiimM that pereott have a rigid to a wp e ot trmh*> 
fol entawatow 

Tim hooldgt •«S>tendtaf Paronta* Choice*' atht a qneitimi 
on page 4 end la qnoied aa Idllowat 

HQ« What la the perognlag» of parenia Who might want to 
ehafl«a Miool»r« 

n la alao ana«ertd» <|ooied aa f^lowas 

ft HMd preaenlly fcnowni iheectlmaleUlgttthao 



feoM^laaaldrlgahml OadMlae thai *feaa than tO%^» 
The vmtite itftt ta noe aohppareidh«rett thm If •nets ttm 
WV* of ttm poieRtahitiaatoiaawintlo^Mctaidioolsthea 
why do we need a aoocher system at idt? ft can raeddly he 
msmmdthat Itsa than «A of the paranla warn ^ vomrher 
ayomn;. 2«t«a aio» ntfilftmgddionoteittw* ftlatUne 
Md the school hoant stepped waiting oor doOart* Hour 
vehotdft oetd an impro o e BM Wt in te^wOt^ of tiimothmaMan 
amy offtMT then let»a ftad a way tolmprmm mem othar dian 

Wa tmte had nothtat M orlsia and oomrmmrsy la oar 
echoola foeently* t Mt ^ IMr. ngga^ Sthool 9ttpt»» tea 
hegn tue mtdn cMte of thtae proiWiNnt, ft la ^vMwd 
that he eomrolt the Bomrd of fichieattai and thaidiey hd 
llr« Digs« have hiB own wiQr whommrfte vami* 

Pr* Dtes cena^ «tMaiohtanogporMlm ftttefomd 
^ '^cowpttitu n enti ey ^ «4dtt honom t^ m 

iome fitfttrg omploymgid ^ieiNmfe«> 

ft la hard to bellevo ttud he la worfclnioolyliorte^^ 
faremMthgoomofonr adMOltttlftmw Ut^oftrtof ooi aone 
of ^ UdPfa ^ PT, Ptnpi gPd the tchool homd have canaad 
Ifei ftig meggt poit* 

School ftdi iMeftlamei TMahaafoilohoonaof ttmmpnt 
irf t**"^ Mwiig^ japtm p go pm smeeoDHcnBBrmi m 
ti!da lowttt The cid^fer Hiat the Board etou^otad wtdi opm^ 
a«ed In m apparemty laaa tha n flteemaaner^ W^fA fiwd 
^Qoggdlir wna mod tot luiaiie porpogeiw Itie i p ii lH y-of tho 
I0od repotted^ poor, Sbme eoameehea wef« to a mtth 
oo^ttom Utti g^iddg mmdajmco>dlagt odrttf4 i tgod^ 
ardaf raty couii 9ar pganid hotter and JMly aaudwieht And 
toon aod oBw Kowwadonolhhoawthollon^n* And m 
artMBtwt m tida did K^* SMggft ordm* that aO of ttm httchon 
OQidpaiont ta Hw yariooa aehoola ha Kddr flow we ftOMT nem- 

The cott to re-oQOtp on* ««hool hft^wia woold he protdh-^ 
Itfye aod«gipytfimtliy««eouhhi^gmo«mhlBiothehmchho«l- 
neaa tf we wa tde d low 

Other thtnga th^ dw Board ana Or, sngga apparmnly have 
cattiodarei ifwromd tohooi Mdy.lidgrdroppoditheVgo- 
ay Blgh hoaehaU cmdroogrm •dm whool imdhooha par- 
ehatod and l e poripdly netw w oood hecaoao of diy prn g the 
progremii nootfigigtr tdd^ hodggt the achool a drnhda * 
traHon M% eommg yean open oempoa coooopl at dm high 
aehmda; wtdffle ac hool pgQdram i le an of ly t rwy rtolloo 
for aomo ndontss comroeoraf o^wr oooMl of tohotdnnriea 
tsei yoi roMietf^ and w oft» 

ftow many ofhor iimollooa are thera Hfto Ihoae that we 
hew T30t heard «d and hsae hggn a««t oodMrthemg? 

now maoy of oortaadoUara hate hbon mod poorly by thift 
grosp» the Board of IdaeoMon, achool admlolairatlon, and Dr> 
XUgfa? ^ omeh fcnpMr era the poflglolo^toettgoing 
topot iKtm ttditf 

tht time la at hand Ibr a chantpa* 

Wh oood ffe«poMftle oifaotlw Ptopte who «m do a coon 
|db floa^fdng dm tehoot adtahdttratlQa* Wa do not need 
mqr more con tro tor^y ami waattog of tax dollort. t «»ay it 
It Item lor t»* DIffltt 10 retlio hia pott of $191* of Schocds» 
and took ter myoi tamty t o mt p lao e elae* li la tima lor the 
aeard of SdacaHonto^fhctlartr goeemtho aohool admlnlw 
tra^» drcp the to ahaord programme and ratom ttahllfty 
toonr aohnol syatem. ft la time to rotate ttm falfh and tro^ 
of onr teeohers md itedgntt, 

Parottia really do hawt aehetce* JOM |at dtown tbe lutmas 
of alt the alectad people now tervtflgow the Board oi Educ^ 
tion* Ihtmemher how they have terved as In the pai^ Keep 
cay^ trach of how they ae>aa lromnowon» and of how moch 
hof^ thtyare fooor tohooX ehlMeo, 

And the neat time tMr namea appear <m a ballot 4t elect- 
loo time for aay offloe vole lor or aonhMd them according to 
bow they oeread yoo and tttieoed to poor elewa In the p^n. 
Thia la the real parama cholee program that worhv ft a 
hooie eleanlfw la In order, then thia la dm timo to do II* 

ft baa been clearty damo oirale dtoiiadmtwa can no teoger 
bopaaatfo ahoot who we elect to the Beard of Bdncatloo, or 
ahom Who la eofdoytd In the achool ndmhdttrailen. 

fteiVMthilly» 
(KameOnnM 

TMS COilhtturr t l can ttoder aland yoo not wantkig to have 
poor name oiid» thla la oonmn lit thit io«m, wheiir many 
p^iong prodar to he promchid* 

Aa lor yoor «lowa» t agrae more dm Idliagrae. The 
hanfllat of aomo aawola Hhmilona hea^ hi my ideo« been a 
dl^raoe* Aafbr Dr^Mogarealgntei^thm momatohe hf 
oietalng iMthnont hivorlng Ma dtpnrtitre* 

Tho aehool lo uoh i r propoaol leoma* lo Ihr, to be ftttlo 
mofo dm 0 oee^ahtid toow Joh-«tryhiiiohldthep«Mma 
hdo ^f ff^^ ■umethtnf nm doot folly mderatand^ aomo* 
thing that haa not bean foU^ eaplahied and eealeetod pohllcly* 

TtiaOh yoo for wriilad* 

Coodltlona hi the local achotf ayttemwlll Improve only whan 
more pgrimia apeidi ooi. Flnnly andclearly* And not tieiore* 



RoUf Charm 



Diggs NoTReady To Propose 
That Voucher System Be Used 



K\ST HAimxiRD ^ Al- What ttK» study shoi^s. the 8u- 
thouiih a scftool .-l«»jwrtm;»nt perinfendent said» is that the 
study has claimed that the school bwiWmRs mik! hoW ths 
^ v»winei s}^tem" i?? feas{W<» m number of children that ^miH 
Eoat Ikrtiord. $<.hool Supt Eu* hi* expected to transfer to 
e \ f>!?^;s sak! Friday it ^hools «her than t»*05e they 
m i\ 5 tne time »x»^^re he de- i>ow attend. 

-3 urn Uier to prooosfe «»u. h a ^^^y roleasei rri.iiy. 

estimates tfmt a maximum of IS 
»per cent of tl»e Xoyan'n tt 361 
partJci- 



$\;it« m til the BiKird of Edma 
tiun 



East Hartford 



school chiWren »ouM 
p»te in thp ncn svstrm 
MrN Frames Klein. wlw> coor- 
' Ih^^y 6aKi rhcre are two ina- dmMPd the study, said East 
jof ptoblems Ailh the »ysum Hartford now is the sivond 
thai >tin nave to be studied, munkipalitv m the nation to r**. 
Tftt \ .tre trarvi.iortatiott and the port fa\*o*^b!y o» t!» voucVr 
|rcla'tM»nship between puWie system The other is Alum 
s<*h<H)ls and pnvate and parochi* Rock. Calif . she satd. 
a! Sihiols. he said. Under the system* stiuienta 

Ihe departmtmt, with the help would be able v\ attend scnool» 
of a 1^ ^ federal grant, has otitside their neighborhood If 
m'ni .stiittvng the vom^her s>s st»ats in the request»Mf schtt^ 
rim. v\huh would allow parent* were a\aiiable. If transfer re. 
m t 'wn to 5eTid their '•♦»»Wp#»n ta r^ifsis ^♦v'ecd the number of 
iiv. M-n?! m fmvn publu- orsias axailahle. Mrs Klein 
jj-:*. I- .it no extr^ fxpt-n*.- T»ie r.i,J. ^tudcn'i; aouH W rhtjsfn 
t^v « • MVMt n^ .<iu<iems nnn- on a basis th it uruM 5uaranTe<» 
punli- '^.hoiOs \iould tK* paid bv equ! opjwrtunitv ir. .ill i»pp!i 
tiK- 1 n*n •♦h >tdlt and leJcral oants 
^.j«jt mvtie> The School Board w.h rcc 

f^'t**;* tfi»t the \:.i:e It»g- eive an offic al presenta'ion of 
>s;.iture hH^ px^sed a btU wii .h the report a: $ p m Tuesday 
wuukJ require publir s<'hool dis as a special meetinf at 
truis !o pay ^he cost of tran»- Penney High School. The board 
portat.on for students gomg to wiH discuss the system then. 
pri\ n*e .ind parochial schools. T^e m'^tin^ mil be open to the 
If the law w signtMj by fk>v public, but only the board mem- 
\U'$k^l\ it vwuH have an effect be^^ and scWi of'ici*^ls will be 
on • le propr^s i s\»te?n. the w» allowed to participate tn the dif* 



pi»*':nTfnden' said 

But ever, if law :^ not 
^^iitned. Ihr:< <Jiid. nwrc stndy 
of 'lu* f-;:;ri.«> ••(•••vt on the de- 
partipent's J .irKpoilation sy*^ 
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481 Respond t o Survey 

Educators Oppose 
Voucher Sysfem 



East Hartford 



EAST KARTmi> - Only 
38 per ?ent <rf teachers respon- 



outcomes, wnd tiie increased 
pressures anOcipated if thej 

■I ' ■ ■ " ' program is adopted . . / 

Under the "voucher** pro- Aidted about the potential; 

dhi^ to a survey favor adop- gram. thej« costs would be mitcome If the program were 

tkm of a •*»'Ottcher" student paid by the federal govern- enacted, ^a majontv* felt that 

enrolbneftt progrrm in town ment in a five-year te.st. at more suhatantnH differences 

schools. an estimated cojst of b^ween among the schools would 

TJr s«m>. part of a study «285«» to 1879. «». result, that pnncipals and 

on tte feasibility of adopting Koity per cent of faculty u-arhers would havr »n m- 

ATh a program here, also members fa\ored inclusion of creasinc; mie in prof^ram plan* 

f6mid 'Iwrd-oofe oppositkm" the town's two parochial nine and budgeting* within 

by » per cent of tl» faculty schools in such a setup. Their their schels. -as wen as te- 

aad nearly the same percen- inclusion was not recom* creased pai>»ntal mvolvemeiit" 

tage asm^ principals and mended in the stuc^* report and satistaction. the refwrt 
vice principsla. who indicated which said further analyaa of 

tial <lhia is a voochsr system the legal implications w^* Teachers also cited in 

and Uieretoe ia no good.** necessary before j^**^'"^ creased student achievement 

••Madison Avenue^ype oro- '^^fM^^t^*^^ <32 per cent*, student satisfUc- 



motion** if the plan is adopted 



while 



tion 



- ^ / »u« « more 

was predicted bv 71 pw- cent ^^^^ ^r" humani?5tic Qualify to the 

of teachers respwKilng, snd S7 8»W*ned ad<^ion of a jHiooN* i42 ner cenfi. ani a 

^^rec^ -mihealthy *^<»«cher program here. 99 



mrap«titia> brtween schools." P^r rmt endoranl "ibe <w«^ 
fte MTvev resorts parental choice of schools 

•PK- »i» Reneral and 7S per cetrt 

teachers. admJmstralors and ..^ ^.^^^ ^ ^ 

tribute to th(Me diRerences/* 
the report said. **The most 
clearly expres«»d is the belief 
that educational decisons that 
are left up to parents In the 
^ proposed program are better 

pe survey rq)ort was ^^^j^ educators. Two^hirds 



st^KTvisors. It w^ conducted 
fay Heuristics Irrc.. of Dedham. 
Mass., which also queried 
parents and mail 
tiofmaifes atuf In-home 
surveys. 



retoased last wreck as part of 
a thr^^e^cmth study which 
found tfa«4 adoption of a **vou- 
clier**<t>|)e system was '*ad- 
minislrathfely feaj^le* herr. 
federally - funded repwl 



or 



f the mo^ experienced 



teachers expressed this point 

•That parents are not 
knowledgeable enough, will 
make the wronj^ choice* will 



j?eneral elev^titm of the qu*'^!tty 
of educition <2n per certi as 
expected results. 

Half of far flu- m« -W* 
rp.<ipf»ndin« also agrM '"that 
thffv exists at »ve«;en» ^somv 
considerable differences 
a»n<wg the *r^f^\ m K'is* 
Harffor-f. and that these dif- 
fe'-ert-es mtiX Ti»k** it v\o-t*> 
the effort to send a child to 
a 5chool other than his pros<»nt 
o?v> *' 

Hawe\Tr. the .4'nnrt f^n*e^ 
that tw'othirds of the teichers 
"f?lt that diversty can bo 
achieved wit^iin a school, with 
no need for ;i (-hild to go to 
a different si^ool for a dif 
fe^ent pn^KTfim ** 



^Scffiit'Sasi^; ---- ^ 



for^ a 

adoption of such a syst€tn. 

Ml ''infoniiatimial session'* 
on the study will be heW Tues- 
dy night at $ p.m. in the 
Kenney Hii^h School am* 
phitheater The meeting is 



tional tn their decislWK, were 
among the many comments 

According to the report, 
faculty support for the pro- 
f^ram ranged from 47 per cent 
among teachers m East 
Hartford for less than five 



a^or^lS^' Xifi >^ears to 31 per cent fitmi those 
Board of Education niw*ers than 10 years i»; 

the s>stefn. 
Only 8 per cent ul the newer 



and admbii^raftns may speak. 
If the proposed program 



goes into effect any student . ^ « ^^^.^^-T^^ 

hi tte town*s school s>stem ^^^^ ^^^^^ Z J^ 

KDittd have the ri^ to trans, ^ho" 

fer to a school oAer than tf^ "^"^JL^J^' 

one in his neighboihood. if vrtei^ .u ♦ 

space is availabS. The report spectilales that 

This is wwntly altewed am<mg possible reaswis for the 

tmder the ooanla ' open ^w 'acuhy support B^ejhp 

enrollment** policy, but few issues of serunty. lack of 

students take advantage of it understanchjiR "^J^P^^^ 

since their paraits must bear as proposed for East Hartfori. 

transportation costs. expectations of undesirabe 



f0 



The Hartford Courant 
5/14/74 



Teachei><xroup Vote Opposes 
'Voucher* Pupil Placement Plan 



The Hartford Times 
5/14/74 



Study Is Asked 
Into Vouchers 



n% DAVf!> M^nZULE 

i.>lli(nve bargaiiiinf; unit for 
the toHR 5 public school teacfh 
crN Monday announced its oppo- 
snion to the "vowcber" school 
enrollment s>-jrt«n, whidi is 
bi\nA studirtj by the ddiuui 
odmmistration. 

The move hy the East Harl- 
fard Education Shodaticm 
came attiT association Presi* 
dent Rita Kulltr released the re- 
>uit5 of 3 survey which showed 
jthrtt 81 per cent of the respond- 



vey by the admini^ttratloa^i^teoL 
vhich showed thst 3S ^ c&A)f 
of the teachers favored the sys- 
tem. That is twice the /oipport 
the system got in the associa* 
tkm survey. i 
In the ftdministration survey,' 
40! teachers re^Nmded, IHggs' 
saki 

Even though most teachers 
(^>posed the system in both 8lt^ 
veys, Diggs said he escpects that 
the system wiS receive cnuch 
more teacher suf^xirt as more 



tt»m 



East Hartford 



EAST HARTPWID Schod 
S^. fiogm nggs sm fm 
win r womnw ti d to the Board 



East Biutfard 



for 8 p m. bt the Penney Hifji 
School Ami^itheater. 

Under the voucher Ingram. 
an>* student tn the town's 



of EdncstkQ toid^ that tt re- the rec^fitly c^mj^eted sttidy. 

qoist mora ^an ItSO.W in sayii^ project coordhiator school ^em wouM have the 

Mend tends to oenduct a jPVanoes Klein ''did a v^ Hne right to transfn* to a school 

study into the Im^enestatioa jub Jt a great deal oi other than the one In his 

of 8 "^vtnadm''-^ stnSenl infiormatioQ;' netRhborhcwd. if space is 

enronment program h»«. He said he thoaght parent avaHat^. 

Dim said in an interview respMise to a questionnaire on «nttf' is presently allowed 

Bfoni% i9iat wtS^ fh^ board die voticher concept ''tedlcates und&i the board's **open 

coeH act on his reconh (here was a resm^ctr of sti|> emvJhi^** policy, bat few 

mendstta at tone's aesste. port f6r the general concept.- students take advantage of it 

he thinks rt nw e hk»ly the despite the fact that -during since their parents must bear 

body win want to bold at least the fieasabiUty study itiere themselves under this setup, 

one additional If the new program Is 

dlaciiss a three •month (availaMe» to parents or ntinr^ iht^ f^r^tU ht^ 

iaashaimy study on the public- *^ oaopted. tftese costs woww be 

•'vjueher" concept here, which -^n 



was winf rfet e d last week 

"PrcWrty tbey^n tai» a 
cot^ of meetings to fully 
digest ttm report.** Diggs said. 

* We*n see what the board s 
reaction is to whether well go 
ask adlitiw.il fimds " 

A SXVpags draft of a report 
on the study, released Ffiday. 
fmmd the voucher concept 

• admhtialri»*ively feasable** 
here and recommended that 
addttkmal hmda to sto^y Its 
Imi^nrntatkm be sought 
l^efnv a finat decision on 
adbfJtkm of the program is 

Under the new grant - **ln 
eicess of $t50.eor - In- 
formation <m the program and 
descriptions of programs at 
the town's 32 schools wooid be 
c^rlbuted to parents. Diggs 
said 

The school deaeriptions were 
drawn up as part of the first 
stud3\ funded by a e9.9S3 grant 
from the US. Department of 
Health. Education and 
Welfare. 

Kuods from the new grant 
a1s« wouM toward cnn- 
vertbig the boanfs budcteting 
system, which Diggs described 
as **work that we will be doing 
anyway as far as making our 
sophis^cated.** 

The su^^ntaident praised 



Mrs. Kleht wID discuss the ^ ^^^^ 

ctwdys findings in details at at an estimated 

tooifi^^s board meeting, set t28&.0Q(^ to {979.600 a year 
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teachers oppowd tl» sys> tacts and details are hroutfitj 
mt. out. ) 

The superintentot atso said 
the (NTOposal wiU receive muchi 
more support from parents, and' 
parents c^nions most br given 
More than 3« of the assoda- prionty over teachers* views on 
tion s 522 membft5 itraponded to 1 
tht» j^urvcv. Mrs Fuller saK*. ^ ^"^S^ ^ , ' 

The voucher ss.stem. a now Mrs. Fuller said the assocla- 
*ac3 *hirh has N^m proposed in tion will oppose the vouciier ays-; 
uthtn ari-a^; of the (Vjntry but'tei^ Vast until more --con. 
h is utn hren wit mio effect any* CTvt* Informatiott** is presented 
vstnTo. Hv>uld ullow parrtits to by •he administration 
s* rwi Vhw children to any iown: An administration study, ns 
nhoi4 pabhc or private* at leased last week, claimed the 
tuArt c\[n^ise if room in the re- sysfm is • administrativi'ly tea- 
c{m.*Htf*d Hcliool vit'reavailaMe« jsible** in East Hartford, tut 
CeHlficates GUco Dig^js ?«iid then it wuald be 

It d(*nvcs it.^ natne from tiie ^ofne time before be would de- 
iiifthod of it& operation. Par^ cide on wbetlttr to propose ther 
art» i*i\rn certifkates (vouch- flt>*stem irffidally. 
i-rs* rt*:>r*»s«nting the cost of; He said the school dc^partment ; 
their rhildren*s education. Tlie must iropose the sy^tetn offl** 
certifi<utt»5 ane given to theciallv. • 
vfm^n school, which colleets. He said the school departnwnt 
th»' m«m» y frum the town. jmust give the system more; 

Srh*K^l Sun: Eugene \. Diggei.'study before he can make a 
v^h*) institu*t*d the studv of the dei'ision. 
A\<x^m, said he was tH>t Clz ! /ji mtorroatlonal meetmg oft 
maved by lite rt«ults d the as-lthe Board of Education, called; 
.so< i ition Kurvcv. jto discuss the system, will he: 

He pointid to a teacher su^lheid at S tonight at Peroiey High < 



Teachers' Union Adds 
Voucher' Opposition 
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EAST HARTFORD ^ Cring 
s poll of Its members in v 
ftl per cent oppo<^ estabiiKh- 
ment of a ''voucher * s>stem 
here, the teachers* union has 
come mrt m opposittt^ to sudt 
a setup at the prest^nt time. 

"Based i^n the results of 
the survey and given the facts 
as the associatitm understands 
the concepi. li U the rectim* 
nidation of the East 
Hartford Education Associa- 
tion <0fEA> that the open 
enrollment concept be rejected 
by the Board of Educ uon at 
tliis time/* said k »'atement 
issued Monday night 

•The association/* Ae state- 
ment went «me. * 'stands m op* 
position to the concept and the 
{>rogram a^ least until sudi 
time that more concrete fai- 
formation is available ** 

More than W of the Sg^ 
EHHA nmhers responded to 
the survey. Asked if they were 
*Mn favor of 'Open 
Enrollment*.** the hoard's 
name for its voueher*type pro- 



East Hartfard 

gram. Si per cent said no and 
IB per cent said yes. 

In a similar sun^ey, the 
results of which were released 
by the School Department last 
wfek. 38 per center of 481 
teachers responding said they 
favored such a program. 

Nine questia:s were asked 
in the DHEA survey, in- 
cluding: 

—•Do you feel you know 
enough about *Open 
Enrolbnent* as it is being con- 
stdered by the board?** (Yes, 
31 per cent; no. 6$ per cent t 
--'Do you feel that the 
f(easalii{ty study has been 
forced on the professionai staff 
without proper input?** fVes. 
© per cent; no. 38 per cent > 
—•'Some pertwos believe that 
If mofe mcmey was spent on 
I^'esent programs and meeting 
present dbSigatkms fully we 
wouldn*t need *Open 
Enrollment*.** (Yes, 90 per 



cent. no. 10 per cent > 

- IX* \ou focl *h<'re has tjtvn 
sufficient faculty tnnul in this 
fea$abiht> stiMiy*" lYes. 29 
per cent . no. 71 per cent » 

— ■•. . . Df> yf>u Feel that •<>p«*n 
Enrollnient* would hclii make 
a student's education m«re 
rf'sponjnve, at-couniable iind 
effec*!'.*^'*** *\ei, 23 per ^-ent. 
no. 77 per tent i 

— 1)0 >ou feel that evvrv* 
school *s presently oftcnna 
prHtv nucii the same i^uahty 
education with emph;isis nn 
the three Rs^** <Ye8. 75 per 
cent. no. 2S per rent.* 

Board Chairman Hleanore 
Kepler said she was ' nnt 
surprisfd** by the KHK.X s 
recommendation, notmg that 
teacher groups have opposed 

"Voucher pro grams 
throughout the ctwmtry 



TME HAKTFOilD TIMES. Wttf^ Miy IS. t9M 
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Many Parents Favor 
Voucher Sysfem: Poll 



EAST HARTPORD - Sixty* 
per cent o( pmms mpomltng 
to a wmy f«Nr ttit adopttat 
flf a **voMCtief"'<ype student 
fmoBuHUt pragraitt in tOMrii 
Hie sarvey. part <tf a School 
Department study the 
f^asixiMty <tf adopt^ stdi a 
program Siere, also found that 
48 per cent of tha jarni^ 
favored the town pa^ to 
prtvata 9choob a sum equal 
to cost of educating a child 
In Bast HarifM schools. 

A total of 2.3^ parents 
responded to the survey, vhkii 
was conducted hy Heuristics 
Inc.. of Catnhridge. Mass. 
Br^ <(uestKmnaires were 
mailed to most of the homes 
ai sdiool-age rhilth^n in town, 
with lldO resp on se s to the 
8,069 <|i^tonnah^ 

In additkm. **strattfted ratv 
dom sample*' of 209 parents 
wm httenrviewed ht their 
hoines. Ibt 7?S taaeters ad* 
fntnistrstom and siipervisocs 
iff the scho >1 sv stem were also 
surv^'ed, with 481 comfdeting 
a lenfrthy questtonnaire. 

T^e sur\ ev' found that fewer 
parents — M per cent — en* 
dorsed adoption of a 
"\wrher"-type proj^ram here 
than crv^ofsed the c-xicept of 
parental cnoire of school," 
which wa.^ baclced by three- 
quarters of those rciiponding. 

A3 m the teacher survey, the 
response varied with the 
parents* age, wjtti 91 oet cent 
of parents under 30 badcing 
a "voucher" proignam here 
Five per cent of parents 



<f tl per coot MNUg parrtta 
between 20 and ao ywRSOtt 

Hie iaifest ditereooe tn 
r e apcnsea among age grotm 



i ii f tHmdiftg indioated tbey ^ 
waM srateibiv transfer the^ came when parents were as« 
Sffrff^lS^ was Jdtf^ additional 

SBs^agOiey mtdd oonildef It* 
In aOmait. 13 per cent 
*>epocted that they wmM 
transler tiieir diild to almost 
any oHier sdtwA if they had 
the opportunity/' the survey 
said 

•*These data.** the report 



tion ivttb (te) jv^Qgrain woidd 
not he a wasta o^ uiocMiy^ 

Sevaity^ par 0Bst of 
parents behmn S8 and 80 
agreed, con^MEred nitk 89 per 
cent of those betwe en to and 
40 ami 48 per cent of tlmae 
between 40 and 80, 
If the proposed "voucher* 



went on, -combtoe to sn^tgest $ ystem g«»' into eflct, my 
that pereotai choice wiU be ex* student in the loir sdiool 



erctsed pdmanly doe to 
dissatisfectjon w^ a present 
program, rather than an iRK 
terest m selectm of a 
partMIar a^M or program.*' 
Parents were also asked 
ahout the quality of edbcaHon 
in the town aciwot ^^stotn% 



system would have the right 
to transf<er to a 8cbo<4 other 
than the one in his 
neigi^ffiitood* if anaee in 
av^lahto. 

SdiooI S^vtEugene »gg 
has reoMnmended the Board 
of Education seek . additional 



wtthttroe-^liiuterar^itaa hwds to pjan ftarthsr a tody^ 

• ejcceneot;* the report said, SgP^SSS SJIiirSSI 
and » per cent •^dttfcattWr hef ore d«*Bng whrt^ar adopt 

chiW w di^ ^MUt as wen » «^ »^ ^ ^ 

Ut his school as be ^.^Z^ST^T^^ 

r^st^H^t^*?^' ^^^^^^^^ 

''^^eV^^ nto^ into erect hy the fall 

for substantial change," the ^ _ 

7^ 5^ ' T <»AND OPENING - Orchids 

^rsement of a fyopoari ^ ^ p^^^^ 

change wwiW not be ejcpected n^gny items discounted 88^, 

to elicit the leve. of support*ntfc| Ttjtws., Fri , and Sat,» at! 

rttat would be expected underpeG^ronis House of CtotWng,: 

different cirrumstances " 2450 Main Street. Glastonbury 

Seventy.four per cent of ^ Adv. 

parents responding agreed that 

• a community 5*o.iId ^ave a Free estimates on Parting 
vari^y of types of schools," Areas, Driveways. Superior 
with 8tQ)port nsmg to a level Paving, e33441t-(Adv. 



Vouchers 
Possible 
By 1975 



Staff Reporter 

EAST HARTTORD - The 
town's school system could 
start a vgttcher4ype student 
«iiroIlfiie»t program as earfy 
as the f Id! of fffi, aoe«dlb^t 
to School Sopi. BHgene D^. 

Dtggs reo o m m ended to the 
Board ai Education Tkiesday 
mgitt that it set a target dato 
of nett Jan. 1 for deciding 
whether or not it wat^ to go 
^fiead with a vouctier system 
here 

tf an afRrmathie decision is 
reached, he said later, the pro* 
ffram rould beghi the following 
fa« 

The finaf dectskm would be 
.contingent upon a new gram 
from the National InstiPuto of 
F^ducaficn to further study and 
simulate oper^ions durhig the 
tS74-7S school year. 

Thggs recommended Toes- 
day nt^ that the board 
authorir^ him to st*k more 
than IISO 000 hiMn NIE for the 
implementati<m study. The 
hcKird todt no action at his 
remiest. but IMjigs aaki he 
hoped it w<RtId be approved 
at a meetmg soon. 

Onhr four of the eight 
mewbers correntlv ih) the 
board attended the (hrce-hour 
wwwi. at which project 
coenfnatof Frances Klein 
reviewed the result^ of an in- 
ttiat th«'ee»moTrth stwtv into the 
fr8^t»litv of a voiirher4ype 
svfiiem here 

Artini; Board Chairman 
KVanore Kepler said the poor 
rtimottt »»M he*»n anti^^nated 
ftnd rewIM fr»>m ♦nembern' 
•'^hpi^Mied '»*>*»ear'»n«>e at f*wn 
ot^v*" mppfmes f>n the board's 

biiHrvt tHi5 wf<*k 

.Accordimt to Dijws, the new 



grant would he used tn past 
to further study *lhe legaiJty 
and desh^my of inctoittig 
p4v8te and parochial schools 
in the proposed program, and 
for the developmeat of 



ERLC 



sach inehtsioo.' 

The recestly«mipieled 
stnd)r, w4M found die voucher 
setup * * a d ministratlvely 
feasible" in East HartM. 
2UUd the question of pHvato 
and parochial sch«4 tnehaloa 
needed further study. 

The remainder of the new 
grant would hmd a "amwla* 
tkm stage." during which com* 
puter programming and 
simuSoM operatiOTS wotSd be 
undertaken A {hypothetical 
gnoup of sto dente, wod d be 
assigned and transferred from 
school to school each quarter 
in order to arrive at a 
"simulat ed budget" for ttw 
program, 

Dtggs said NIE had as* 
iwesaed *'8trong lateresf* in 
hitiding the new study, hut 
that he had "no aanirances" 
that the town would mceive 
the money. 

Under the voucher program 
now being considered, aoy stu> 
dent to the town's school 
system would have the right 
to transfer to a school other 
than the one m his 
nefrttborhood, if space i s 
available. 

Seats at a given srhod 
wf^uld be atwt^ned firnt to 
students m the district who 
wanted to a^tond their hmne 
school, with the remainder 
going to oul-of . district 
sttKlents If requests eiceeded 
.vafs. then students would be 
chosen in a 'lottery" system. 

Parents are presently 
permitted to enroll their 
children i n out-^-distrwl 
schools under the hoard*s 
"open enrrvilment" poli<T Few 
haw elctficd to do so. amee 
thry must now hear the cost 
of transporr^tjon themselves. 

lender the new setup, 
transportation costs for out^of- 
dmnci students would be 
home hv the federal govern- 
ment for a fiw-year te^ 
period This would c o « t 
bevaeen I30S.OOO and It million 
a year, according to estimates 
In the survey. 

U the board decides to go 
ahead with a vftMcher-type 
program hrre. it «ou)d be only 
the ftecond M*hool system in 
the nation to adopt one The 
other IS the s%'.«tem in Alum 
tto<H. Tahf The Hartforl 
Board of f^atton has iwen 
considering the institution of 
one for several years. 
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High Court Battle a 'Solution'? 



(Cm of 4 Series) 
By ham tUMENtCK 



EAST RARTTt«D • The 
torni B scbool fsmem may 
Wind up m a case bef<^ the 
Si^raae Omrt if a vtmher^ 
type student enrollment prti- 
gram is adflif^. This, even 
fropmnts <tf the fnogram ad- 
mits is almost a oataioty if 
parochial schools are inrlucied. 

And U Is the ptfsO^h ich 
etusion ai the town's two 
y*9rrtchia! srtwols insi vert 
stmites iMHfiaps the mosft con- 
troversial as pert of the 
mHwr system now being 
stndied hy the $«<hool depart- 
ment. 

A comprehensive three* 
month study on the type of a 
voucher-type pn^m fcwtd 
that further study was needed 
hetev a recommendation 
could be made on whether or 
xne^ inchide the CaUiolic 

*TWtbv study,*" said the 
smnmary of me fesaMlity 
rapoft, needed to ascertam 



East BarffforJ 

the legality nd desh^U% of 
i n e I ttd i ag prtv^ and 
parochial schools in the pro- 
posed iw^ogram, and for the 
deveiopsnent of procedures 
Which would guide such in> 
elusion/* 

The only schooi system in 
the nation that currently 
operates a voucher system 
--Alwn, Rocfc, Cal. - does oat 
include pamhial schocto in Its 
setup hecaise of a pr oM b itta n 
in that stati»*ft Uwy 

\l*hat s ihe situatK»i in Con- 
necticut' The law firm of Pt»t 
and Pratt ai Avon, whM did 
a legal analysis as part of the 
stuc^. says that the 1972 nata 
jti authurtTin^ its school 
systems to ent^ Into a federal 
voucher demofiStratien pcoject 
does permit the inclusion of 
parochial schools 

But ]t adds that the law is 
of questionahle cms^ 
stitutionallty: *-A Hnal judicial 
iflterpretatka of this issue win 
determine whether parochial 
schools may participate b th^ 
program." 



The 

Voucher Plan 



And school o^kHals.say a 
iH)un test is inevitable if a 
voucher s.^'Stem is adapted 
under in effects public 
money goes to parochial and 
<>ther privala sohoolsL 

II IS this prospm — of large 
8i»ns of state education money 
aiding parochial schools* at* 
tended by the teigjMest and 
most affluent sdiool children 
— that seems to have 
ei^lpemterad the toosl C(m- 
sisient oppositiOQ to voucher 
programs acmss tha oatkNt 

These opponents have charg- 
ed that the program would, 
in affect, make all sch«^«age 
children as publlr school 
c^<fa^. adding considerable 
strain to the already 
overburdened piMie scbods. 

For eiample, the parents e( 



a parochial school chiU could 
put him bach in <he puMte 
school system kng enou^^ to 
pick up his voupber — and 
then use it to buy bade his 
place In a parochial sdiod, 
giving parochial school 
chHt'.cA a fidi or partU 
aiAddy of their edncatta. 

One factor that may gh« 
\t>urhers a better chance In 
£a^ Hartford than in other 
areas where sucli programs 
have been rejected is the 
relatively small parochial 
school popttlatta In town. 

The two parochial a^ooto hi 
town haw S88 s t iHlfirta » own* 

hi the 22 pdhHr arhnolii 

Iheie are an ad^Kttoal 49 
E^a^ Hartford sttaienta at- 
teadh« Eb^ Catholic Ogh 
School hi Manchester hut mo 



state legiHlation wouldn't 
permit an oittnif-town school 
to becwne part of a "wucher** 
syst^n* 

hdtiaBy, extra exp«we$ in.; 
ctnred by the poseMe ^ 
chistoQ of the parochial schools 
would be paid by the federal 
govermnrat as part of a 
voudier deoionstraticm project, 
as wmM transportation and 
any other additional f^ds re-< 
qubed for the five-year-test* 
penou. 

But there are catches as far 
as the parochial schools are 
conoemed. According to the 
legal analysis, any private 
schod taking part in the 
voocher program could not 
charge a fee above the 
"educaticmal scholarshtp*' or 
voucher, which is determined 
roughly by dhiding the school 
budget 1^ the number of 
students in the system. 

This would hold true, thci; 
report said* even l^or students!* 
not paiticipotiQg in the **voo-i: 
^er* plan* who coukl bet 
charged more than the vouch-l 
ar amoUBL j 

NE3CT: ite proa and eoas. | 
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Schools To Proceed 
With Voucher Study 



.EAST HARTFORD - The 
Board of Educatcn Monday 
njght voted to proceed with thf» 
^hgol administration's study of 
the • voufhrr*' jichool enroll 
meat f^ystem. 

The b«^ard, by a 4 to 2 vote. 
8 ithori,»ed the admtniM ration to 
apply for a federal grant to con- 
tinu*> the three-mon!h-4»ld study 
of ;he rontroversial sys em. 

f.ider the s>siem. p^ircnts 
could send their children to any 

PDoi m io\fcn. rej;<irdk*»s of the 
lnr:«tjon gf the school or the 
o; Mren*< home, at no estra ex- 
pense to the parents. 

East Hartford 

The com*r*pt ^h:rh fS rela 
tiv**iv new. h.is aroused 
m u t h < ontrover.\v in other 
a'cai of the (^untry as will as 
in Fd.^t Ihr'f.ird 

The admmKtra'ir.rt nitl apply 
for a «ranT fr-jm the National 
In<:t.!u e of Kdurntjon Srho<»l 
Si'H K'j2*'oe \ f> "i.ixs he 
H.i x<k for be* ween $250,000 
and $1(10 uoo fur continuation of 



T Monday nm*it vc> came 
a*tef a l^^'iuthy debate ;nat vir 
tuailv split the board down the 
midJk. I 

B'Mrd members Kennoth Car 
rlor. Waiter H. Miles .Ir ani 
Chairman John J. Smith .Jr. 
]med up »'>camst the p'-ostram 
durin4 th** discus.'^ion. Kleanote 
KepI'T. Barbara .\twwxj and 
Ho^ii Bannon spoke in tavor of 
it 

Sin<e members Jane F<*sr and 
Joyce Buries vtere at>w*nt. it 
bH'^'ne clear that the newe.<«t 
board member. Albert T 
Ahem, nho joined th- board 
only two w««eks a^o. would ca,>l 
the'd<*cidinf» vote, 
j A lem. v»ho did not sjx^ak ^ur- 
ing the deba*e. voted n favor, 
and i:harman Smith, aawnz hN 
vote yk-oM not count i»nv Aav. 
did not \<»te. 

Tnose n !a\or said th» vnm h 
er fj .^teni a nc^ innova- 
tive prpjjf.-m VI inch \*ouM aliovi 
the school system to get the 
mast mum benefit out of the 
pro«ram<» it has developed in 
different schools in recent 
vea**r 



The O|>posillon maintained 
that «he program was iinneces- 
gary and would cau^c pto*>lems 
by emicinc parents to transfer 
their children from one school 
to another frequently. The oppo- 
nents po n»ed out the t<.»n al* 
rea l,- fux- a limi'^d open-enroll- 
mem pr^?ram. Hut the propo- 
nent sa:»l the rurrent ^v^em. 
which allow* children to be en- 
collet in M'hools out til their 
n<«;ihhorhood if seats in the 
sv^^jth •<r.» available, requires 
parents to pay for transporta- 
tion If th¥ voucher 5ysVm is in* 
5titJ*ed, tiie federal government 
Hou't P^v for transportali'm 
dur:u» th** first five year.^. then 
the school Sfyslfjii nould pay 
Th.* nroT>on«nts claimed, as the 
admars*. ration has. tha; exten 
sion of tne .study would provide 
an.«*ors to many of the oues- 
t!ons aSout the system whi'-h 
havt» bothered persons opposed 
to t 



